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NOTICE

This report has been prepared for the United States Air Force by Science
Applications International Corporation (SAIC) for the purpose of aiding in the
implementation of a final remedial action plian under the Air Force Installation
Restoration Program (IRP). As the report relates to actual or possible releases
of potentially hazardous substances, its release prior to an Air Force final
decision on remedial action may be in the public's interest. The limited
objectives of this report and the ongoing nature of the IRP, along with the
evolving knowledge of site conditions and chemical effects on the environment
and health, must be considered when evaluating this report, since subsequent
facts may become known which may make this report premature or inaccurate.
Acceptance of this report in performance of the contract under which it is
prepared does not mean that the U.S. Air Force adopts the conclusions,
recommendations, or other views expressed herein, which are those of the

contractor and do not necessarily reflect the official position of the United
States Air Force.

Copies of this report may be purchased from:
National Technical Information Service

5285 Port Royal Road
Springfield, VA 22161
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PREFACE

This report addresses the results of the Installation Restoration Program
(IRP) Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS), Stage 2 investigation
for Air Force Plant 85 in Columbus, Ohio. Five sites, plus a Plant-wide
groundwater ‘monitoring system, were studied to determine the magnitude of
contamination, 1its extent and potential for migration, to identify any
significant public health and environmental hazards, and to identify remedial
alternatives based on state and federal standards.

The Stage 2 investigation was conducted by Science Applications
International Corporation (SAIC) under Air Force Contract Number F33615-85-D-
4507, Delivery Order No. 21. This document presents the results of the

investigations which began in September 1988 and were completed in December
1988.

Captain Charles W. Attebery, Human Systems Division/YAQI, was the Technical
Program Manager (TPM) for this project. Program Manager was Dr. Robert K.
Kennedy and Deputy Program Manager was Dr. R. Wayne Nelson. Mr. John R. Dwyer
acted as Project Manager during the field investigation and, subsequently, as
the Data Manager. The field team consisted of Messrs. Luke Darragh,
Environmental Scientist, and Pete Ferron, Environmental Technician. Dr. Norman
Richenbach conducted the ecology study. Ms. Rotha Randall, Environmental
Scientist, and Ms. Eve Huggins, Environmental Geologist, were the Project
Managers and principal authors, while Messrs. Luke Darragh and Mark Kadnuck,
Chemical Engineer, assisted with the preparation of the report. Ms. Rotha
Randall also edited and produced the report. Ms. Wendy Morris, Ms. Melanie
Reker, Ms. Leslie Rodriquez, and Ms. Jill Roghair provided staff support. Mr.
Ed Weiland produced graphics for this report. Dr. Tom Naymick from Battelle-
Columbus Division Environmental Department assisted in hydrologic data analysis.
Appendix K provides biographies of the SAIC team members.

The drilling subcontractor was Mason-de Verteuil, which also analyzed
selected soil samples. Survey work was performed by John E. Foster Associates

for RI/FS, Stage 2. Brown and Caldwell Laboratories provided laboratory
analytical chemistry with Ms. Linda Brack acting as their Project Manager.
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Dr. Robert/K. Keryfedy
Program Manager



"N H B 8 B N B

o liii:? liiiﬂ liii?

.

. JRe— S . ,,_._
Pt Iy i T -y
- . - ) -".‘X - ‘

a3

HIR [N -
o | .

|aemred

TABLE OF CONTENTS

TITLE PAGE
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY tuiuiriirnneecoceseosocssncnsosasassssnsassnansasnss ES-1
1.0 INTRODUCTION +euunveennnernneeennnennnsn e 1-1

1.1 U.S. Air Force Installation Restoration Program ............ 1-1

1.1.1 Program Origins ...eeeieeeeeeeeeceaceccecnnoacsnananns 1-1

1.1.2 Program ObJectivesS .....civiieeniirneinensnenacasnnans 1-3

1.1.3 Program 0rganization ......c.eeeevevnnencecanenenanens 1-4

1.2 Purpose and Scope of Present Investigation ................. 1-7
1.3 History of Plant 85 and Waste Disposal and Storage
PractiCes t.vererreeeeoeeoonssasesoesanasesenssnsnnsonsaas 1-10
1.3.1 Plant 85 History .ciuiiiiiiiniiirnirneneecnecensnannns 1-10
1.3.2 Waste Disposal and .Storage .......ccivvviiiiennnnnn.. 1-10
1.4 Description and History of Individual Sites ................ 1-12
1.4.1 Mason's Run 0il1/Fuel Spill Site (Site 5) ............ 1-16
—>1.4.2 Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) .............. 1-16
1.4.3 James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8) ..... 1-17
~—>1.4.4 PCB Spill Site (Site:3) ..uiriiriniiiininnennaninnnns 1-17
1.4.5 Turkey Run (Site 10) ..iivuriirniiieennnnoenconanansss 1-18
1.4.6 Perimeter Monitoring Wells .....iiiiierrennnnnnnnnnns 1-18
1.5 Known and Suspected Contaminants ........ccocvvvnienecnnnnnn. 1-18
1.6 SAIC Team Organization .....c.eeeieeeenensecnesncnenononnanns 1-18
2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING +ivivriirieninnreananstesenosascascaannansnns 2-1
2.1 Geographic Setting ...eieiiiriiiiiieieninensneeeonnncncanns 2-1
2.1.1 Physiography «..cieieiiiiierernrnnnnnnanenscnsnsnnnnns 2-1
2.1.2 Cultural Geography ...iiiieeieirereervescnconsancnnsos 2-1
2.2 GEOTOQY tvovvenenneensesenosocaseesncassassonsossosasnsansess 2-3

2.2.1 Geologic Setting ...evivireirnirineneneeeencasnnnnnns 2-3

2.2.2 Bedrock GEOTOgY .evvveerieneennnecceseonscccocannnosnas 2-7

2.2.3 Surficial Geology cvvevirrenrrenncerennrsocnscsnnonss 2-10

2.2.3.1 Glacial DeposSits .veveeevvcnsnrassnsnsosansnns 2-10
A Y - E 2-12
2.3 Hydrogeology ...eeeeeeeeeneeerenecnerusosonosansocacnacnsnns 2-15



3.0

ii

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

TITLE
2.3.1 Groundwater ...civeeereereresocecracnneccccnaccanannns
2.3.1.1 Occurrence and Movement .......ccceeeveencccns

2.3.1.2 Well Inventory in the Vicinity of Plant 85 ...

2.3.2 Surface Water .....cveeeeirenreconcsnensoneonnnncanns

2.4 Air QUATTLY tevveeirenenenscacnsssssnsesossssasscassannsnnns

2.5 Biology and ECOTOQY «veveeeereccscanssnsennscssncaassnnsnsnn

2.6 Climatology ceeeeeeereeeennenceeceeenoscsoeenonsecssnnnannes

FIELD INVESTIGATION PROGRAM .. .cvvvrievveoerosrnsconcncncannsnanns

3.1 Organization and Development of the Field Program ..........

3.1.1 Remedial Investigation ......cevveriviiennienniencnns

3.1.2 Risk ASSESSMENt ...vvuiiereeenonncncncssonsssnansonns

3.1.3 Feasibility Study ...coviviiiiinerinininncececnnanns

3.2 Data Quality Objectives ...iveiuiinnrinrnsnennsocaracsonnanes

3.3 Implementation of the Field Program and a Summary of the

Work Performed .......civiiiiininrionnenencoenaacansannnns

3.3.1 Time Sequence of the Work Performed .................

3.3.2 Identification and Role of Subcontractors ...........

3.4 Investigation Methods and-Surveys Conducted ................

3.4.1 Surveying of All Sampling Locations .................

3.4.2 Stream Water GAgiNg ...veveeeeevnesesoansnsonanennnes

3.5 Drilling and Borehole Program ........cieveiereronnncacennns

3.5.1 Number of Boreholes and Wells Installed .............

3.5.2 Monitoring Well Installation ......civvvieiniencnnnnn

3.5.3 Monitoring Well Development ......ccveevervenncnnnnse

3.5.4 STug Tests tvirieererereeeneecncenssencesosansscnnosss

3.6 Sampling Program ......c.ceeeececesscsesccnccacnss Cereereean

3.6.1 Sample Types and Methodology .....c.vievivivvrnnnannn
3.6.1.1 Soil Sampling Using the Split Spoon Sampling

Method ....vvviiiiiiinneniinnnrnennnnennnn.

3.6.1.2 Soil Sampling Using the Hand Auger Method ....

3.6.1.3 Monitor Well Purging and Sampling ............

3.6.1.4 Sediment Sampling ....cccevenienircenenennnnn

3.6.1.5 Surface Water Sampling ......ccoevveurnnnnnnen

PAGE
2-15

2-15
2-17

2-19
2-24

2-24
2-25

i . mEmaamm:m

-

|

""" ERFEEEEEREE N
- ¥ t £ ¢ . . _ ; | .



X i B MO N N

. . N s - . - ~ -, oo
- .. - - A . s s 3 s ~1 y
- ; - J -“"‘ - -l‘ -‘\’ -‘ - ’ -

!

i
TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)
TITLE

3.6.1.6 Biological Sampling ...ccievernenrnceenennnnnns
3.6.1.7 Drum Sampling ...veierireninrnnenreneneencanns

3.6.2 Sample Preservation Methods, Required Containers, and

HOlding TimeS .ovvevecenneencnronensesasosanansnnes
3.6.3 Quality Control Samples .....cevveerinenennnennennnns

3.7 Laboratory Program .......coeieieieiiencienecnenanrsscncnanas

3.7.1 Laboratory Identification .......cccviviiiniiiininnn,
3.7.2 Description of Laboratory Equipment .................

3.7.2.1 Gas Chromatograph/Mass Spectrometers (GC/MS),
Methods 8240 and 8270 .....cciiveineenncancns

3.7.2.1.1 Frequency and Type of QA/QC, Method
7

3.7.2.1.2 Frequency and Type of QA/QC, Method
2 £

3.7.2.2 Gas Chromatographs (GC) Methods 8010 and
8020 .t neasosanssenssncasnnnas

3.7.2.2.1 Frequency and Type of QA/QC, Methods
8010 and 8020 ....civeriienninocanans

3.7.2.3 Inductively Coupled Plasma Spectrometer (ICP),
Method 6010 ....iiviriinrnriennescenconcnnes

3.7.2.3.1 Frequency and Type of QA/QC, Method
6010 +ivririiiriineiitieesnannsannenn

3.7.2.4 Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometers, Methods
7420, 7421, 7470, 7060 and 7760 ............

3.7.3 Laboratory QA/QC Program

4.0 RESULTS AND SIGNIFICANCE OF FINDINGS

4.1 Discussion of Results

—>4.1.1 Discussion of Results for PCB Spill Site (Site 3) ...
4.1.1.1 Presentation of Results ........cccevevennnn.

4.1.1.1.1 Site Geology/Hydrology ......cccvveennn.

4.1.1.1.2 Analytical Results ...civvvvivnninnnnnns



iv

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

TITLE PAGE
4.1.1.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems .............. 4-9
4.1.1.3 Significance of Findings .....cevvveevninennn. 4-9

4.1.1.3.1 Zones of Contamination ................ 4-9
4.1.1.3.2 Contaminant Migration ................. 4-10
4.1.1.3.3 Baseline Risk Assessment ......ccce0vee 4-10
—>>4.1.2 Discussion of Results for Fire Department Training
Area (Site 4) and James Road Hazardous Waste Pad
(STt B) tiieerrieneeeneeeeoeaaneonncenansannananns 4-16
4.1.2.1 Presentation of Results .......ccivvvvuenennn. 4-18
4.1.2.1.1 Site GeOlOgY ceeeeeernnricnnenenanennns 4-18
4,1.2.1.2 Site Hydrology ..eeeeevenncenncnenannns 4-19
4.1.2.1.3 Analytical Results .....covevviennnnnnn, 4-23
4.1.2.1.4 Discussion of Analytical Data ......... 4-23
4.1.2.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems .............. 4-48
4.1.2.3 Significance of Findings .......covvneennnn.n. 4-49
4.1.2.3.1 Zones of Contamination ................ 4-51
4.1.2.3.2 Contaminant Migration .............c... 4-53
4.1.2.3.3 Baseline Risk Assessment .............. 4-53

4.1.3 Discussion of Results for Mason's Run (Site 5) ...... 4-59

4.1.3.1 Presentation of Results ..c.cveveiiinninnnnnns 4-62
4.1.3.1.1 Site Geology/Hydrogeology .......... S Y
4.1.3.1.2 Analytical Results .........cvviuinnn., 4-63
4.1.3.1.3 Discussion of Analytical Data ......... 4-63

4.1.3.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems .............. 4-77

4.1.3.3 Significance of Findings ......ccvivviivienns, 4-77
4.1.3.3.1 Zones of Contamination ................ 4-30
4.1.3.3.2 Contaminant Migration ........... ..., 4-82
4.1.3.3.3 Baseline Risk Assessment .............. 4-83

4.1.4 Discussion of Results for Turkey Run (Site 10) ...... 4-86

4.1.4.1 Presentation of Results ......covvvvvniinnnn. 4-88
4.1.4.1.1 Site Geology .eevvvvevinernnrncneeannas 4-88
4.1.4.1.2 Site Hydrology .eoeceverrerinnennnnnnns 4-88
4.1.4.1.3 Analytical Results ........ccevienennnn 4-88
4.1.4.1.4 Discussion of Analytical Data ......... 4-88

. B

- - ‘.- r’-
. - - v P P

1
oz




"
’
.
"
:
:

L

"
»
"

v

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

TITLE ' PAGE
4.1.4.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems .............. 4-88
4.1.4.3 Significance of Findings .....ccevveveneninnn. 4-91

4.1.4.3.1 Threat to Human Health or Wildlife .... 4-92

4.1.5 Discussion of Results for Perimeter Montoring Wells . 4-92

4.1.5.1 Presentation of Results .............ccvevnnen 4-94
4.1.5.1.1 Site GeoTogy ..vvvvrerennnnnennnnennnns 4-94
4,1.5.1.2 Site Hydrology ..oceevveennnnenenannnns 4-95
4.1.5.1.3 Analytical Results ....vvivvnennnnnnans 4-95
4.1.5.1.4 Discussion of Analytical Data.......... 4-95

4.1.5.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems .............. 4-100
4.1.5.3 Significance of Findings .......c.cccvviuennnns 4-100

4.1.5.3.1 Threat to Human Health and Wildlife ... 4-102

4.2 Prioritization of Sites for Remedial Alternatives .......... 4-103
—> 4.2.1 PCB Spi]] Site (Site 3) tevriiiirriennncennranccnnnns 4-103
4.2.2 Mason's RUN (STte B) tirrerrrienineererenencncnoannsnen 4-107
—> 4.2.3 Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) and James Road
Hazardous Waste Pad (Sit€ 8) ...evevvevionvnncnnnnn 4-107
4.2.4 Turkey Run (Site 10) ..iieevererenoncnecanccnnnnnnns T 4-108
4.2.5 Perimeter Wells ....iviriuiinrecnnencocesonoccnsnnannans 4-109
5.0 ALTERNATIVE REMEDIAL MEASURES ...vuiiireiernisennnrnnronneconanns 5-1
5.1 Preliminary Alternative Remedial Actions .......ceceeenvvunn. 5-1
5.1.1 Identification of Remedial Action Objectives ........ 5-2
5.1.2 Identification of General Response Actions .......... 5-3
5.1.3 Identification and Screening of Possible Remedial
Technologies cveeieeireeeeennnoresnonsnssnsonncons 5-3
5.1.4 Identification and Evaluation of Technology Process
OptioNS tiiuiieneieniiieotnseicacsaeassscastannnanns 5-4
5.1.5 Assemblage of Selected Representative Technologies .. 5-7
5.1.6 Description of Remedial Alternatives ......ccvveevnen 5-9
5.1.6.1 Alternative 1: No Action .......ccvvvuennn... 5-9
5.1.6.2 Alternative 2: Perimeter Fencing ............ 5-9
5.1.6.3 Alternative 3: Multi-Media Soil Cap ......... 5-9
5.1.6.4 Alternative 4: In-Situ Solidification/
Chemical Fixation ......oevviieieinnnnennnns 5-9
5.1.6.5 Alternative 5: Excavation/KPEG Chemical

Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration ......... 5-10



5.2

5.3

vi

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

TITLE
5.1.6.6 Alternative 6: Excavation/Rotary Kiln
Incineration/Backfilling .........covivnnne.
5.1.6.7 Alternative 7: Excavation/Landfilling/
Backfilling .ovvevierninnnennecnenenennnnnns
Initial Screening of Alternatives ........ccciiveviennnnennn.
5.2.1 Alternative 1: No Action .....cviveieinninnenennnnn.
5.2.2 Alternative 2: Perimeter Fencing .....ccecveevnevunnn
5.2.2.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts .......
5.2.2.2 Technical Feasibility .....ccivieiiiinniennn,
5.2.2.3 Cost Evaluation ....cviveeereecenceeconrennnns
5.2.3 Alternative 3: Multi-Media Soil Cap ...cvvvunvnen...
5.2.3.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts .......
5.2.3.2 Technical Feasibility ..ocevevieneenennnnnnnns
5.2.4 Alternative 4: In-situ Solidification/Chemical
Fixation .ouvuieiieiineneneaserennscesncencscanannns
5.2.4.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts .......
5.2.4.2 Technical Feasibility .....cvvviiiiveivinnnnn.
5.2.5 Alternative 5: Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/
Backfilling/Incineration ......coviievneenennnnnnns
5.2.5.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts .......
5.2.5.2 Technical Feasibility ...veevievirenennncnannen
5.2.5.3 Cost Evaluation ......ccvviiiniiienennnnraennns
5.2.6 Alternative 6: Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/
Backfilling cuiveieeieneennenoeecaaeesonnoonronnnas
5.2.6.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts .......
5.2.6.2 Technical Feasibility ...ocovvvviiiiiennt.
5.2.6.3 Cost Evaluation .....civvviiiiiinninnnnnnnnnn.

5.2.7 Alternative 7: Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling ..

5.2.7.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts .......
5.2.7.2 Technical Feasibility .....ccvvveeiniinininnn.
5.2.7.3 Cost Evaluation ......coceviieinnenceneneanenns
5.2.8 CONCIUSTONS trieriiueuiinrnenennsosesasonssanssssnnnnns

Detailed Analysis of Alternatives ....iiiiiiiniininnnnannnannns




I_+ e o .__.. ’t r_« g

..

ey

TR

-

- )

-"

L [
- k -‘ .

L - e i-—-.,' o —

TITLE

5.3.1

5.3.2

5.3.3

g U o o O

[, DR S 5 B S ) B S ) |

vii

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

Detailed Analysis of the No Action Alternative .....
.3.1.1 Technical Analysis for the No Action
Alternative ....ciiiiiinniniiennnennnnnnens
.3.1.2 Environmental Analysis for the No Action
Alternative ...viviinrirnnnennenenenncnnnnn
.3.1.3 Public Health Analysis for the No Action
Alternative .....iiviiienineenennecenenenns
.3.1.4 Institutional Analysis for the No Action
Alternative ....ivininrriennecnnneeannennss

.3.1.5 Cost Analysis for the No Action Alternative ..

Detailed Analysis of the Perimeter Fencing

Alternative .o.iiniiee e eeeneeeaserearoassoncocanns

.3.2.1 Technical Analysis of the Perimeter Fencing
Alternative ......iviienenrnenncnsnrennncnns
5.3.2.1.1 Performance Appraisal ......ccveeuenenns
5.3.2.1.2 Compliance with ARARS ......ceveeunnnnn
5.3.2.1.3 Site/Waste Conditions .................
5.3.2.1.4 Alternative Results ........civuienennn.
5.3.2.1.5 Health and Safety Requirements ........
.3.2.2 Environmental Analysis for the Perimeter
Fencing Alternative .....ceeeeiveeencnsnnnns
.3.2.3 Public Health Analysis for the Perimeter
Fencing Alternative ....ccevvivniennenennnns
.3.2.4 Institutional Analysis for the Perimeter
Fencing Alternative .....ccveeeevienennnennns
.3.2.5 Cost Analysis for the Perimeter Fencing
Alternative ...veviniinenienneneneennnnenns
5.3.2.5.1 Estimation of Costs ......covvvunnnnnn.
5.3.2.5.2 Present Worth Analysis ..........c......
5.3.2.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis ...ociviiiiiiaainn

Detailed Analysis of the Excavation/KPEG Chemical

Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alternative ....

.3.3.1 Technical Analysis of the Excavation/KPEG
Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration

Alternative ....ciivinienneecericnecnnnnnnas
5.3.3.1.1 Performance Appraisal .......c.c.cevn.n..
5.3.3.1.2 Compliance with ARARS ...cvvverennnnnns
5.3.3.1.3 Site Waste Conditions ........cccenen..
5.3.3.1.4 Operating Requirements ................

PAGE
5-29

5-29
5-29
5-29
5-31
5-31
5-31

5-31

5-31
5-31

5-31



TITLE

5.3.4

viii

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

PAGE
5.3.3.1.5 Storage and Transportation ............ 5-35
5.3.3.1.6 Alternative Results ........cocvvuennn. 5-35
5.3.3.1.7 Health and Safety Requirements ........ 5-35
.3.3.2 Environmental Analysis for the Excavation/KPEG
Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration
Alternative ..iieiieeininsecnsnnacansnsnanans 5-36
.3.3.3 Public Health Analysis for the Excavation/KPEG
Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration
Alternative ..ciiiieiiiniieiinieneenennnnns 5-37
.3.3.4 Institutional analysis for the Excavation/KPEG
Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alter-
NALIVE tiiivinenrineeerenecoccesonsannnnanns 5-37
.3.3.5 Cost Analysis for the Excavation/KPEG Chemical
Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alter-
NALIVE tuiiiiniienerenseensnsnnsnsnncannanas 5-38
5.3.3.5.1 Estimation of Costs .......evveuennnnn. 5-38
5.3.3.5.2 Present Worth Analysis ........c.een... 5-38
5.3.3.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis ....cvevvennennn.. 5-38
Detailed Analysis of the Excavation/Rotary Kiln
Incineration/Backfilling Alternative .............. 5-39

.3.4.1 Technical Analysis of the Excavation/Rotary

Kiln Incineration/Backfilling Alternative .. 5-39

5.3.4.1.1 Performance Appraisal ........covuveenn. 5-39
5.3.4.1.2 Compliance with ARARS ......c.cviuvnn.. 5-39
5.3.4,1.3 Site/Waste Conditions .........cvvvnnn. 5-39
5.3.4.1.4 Operating Requirements ................ 5-40
5.3.4.1.5 Off-Site Facilities ....c.cevvveunnnnn. 5-40
5.3.4.1.6 Storage and Transportation ............ 5-40
5.3.4.1.7 Alternative Results .....ccevivnien.n. 5-40
5.3.4.1.8 Health and Safety Requirements ........ 5-40

.3.4.2 Environmental Analysis for the Excavation/

Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling Alter-
NALIVE iitiiitiiieiiinteenennenennncnennnns 5-40

.3.4.3 Public Health Analysis for the Excavation/

Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling Alter-
1= 1 o R 5-41

.3.4.4 Institutional Analysis for the Excavation/

Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling Alter-
- 8 1 5-41

.3.4.5 Cost Analysis for the Excavation/Rotary Kiln

Incineration/Backfilling Alternative ....... 5-42

M N SN W B B AN BN S 55 0N 0% B O 0N 08 BN N



N N . e

. o B B e

e/
[

B

L o i o oo
- K L v - —:‘a ! h '

ix
TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)
TITLE

5.3.4.5.1 Estimation of Costs ..........ccovutnnn,
5.3.4.5.2 Present Worth Analysis ................
5.3.4.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis ......ccccevuennn.

5.3.5 Detailed Analysis of the Excavation/Landfilling/
Backfilling Alternative ....ccveveeveenncnnnannnnn.

5.3.5.1 Technical Analysis of the Excavation/
Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative ........

Performance Appraisal .................
Compliance with ARARS .................
Site/Waste Conditions .......cccevnnn..
Operating Requirements ..........c......
Off-Site Facilities ....ccvvvvivennne.
Storage and Transportation ............
Alternative Results ........ccvvenenn,
Health and Safety Requirements ........

[ R N NS N N NS NS
WwWwwwwww
oo ;e
RN NI
DNOUI B W

5.3.5.2 Environmental Analysis for the Excavation/
Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative ........
5.3.5.3 Public Health Analysis for the Excavation/
Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative ........
5.3.5.4 Institutional Analysis for the Excavation/
Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative ........
5.3.5.5 Cost Analysis for the Excavation/Landfilling/
Backfilling Alternative .........civivnenen.

.3.5.5.1 Cost Estimation .......cvvivuvuneennen.
.5.5.2 Present Worth Analysis ................
.5.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis ..ccveveencncnnens

(S NS, N8, ]
o o
W L W

5.3.6 Comparison of Alternatives

6.0 RECOMMENDATIONS .vtrruieiineenenenocuaosnesosnsssscsnssancnnsanes
6.1 Recommendations and Rationale for Category 3 Site: PCB
Spill Site (Site 3) tivuriiiinnieerrenecnnococaccoanananas
6.2 Recommendations and Rationale for Category 2 Site: Fire
Department Training Area (Site 4) ...ooviiceiecnnnnnennnn.
6.3 Recommendations and Rationale for Category 1 Sites

6.3.1 Mason's Run (STte 5) cevviienrevencnnecocnnsonocnnnns
6.3.2 James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8)......
6.3.3 Turkey Run (Site 10) t.cvevrrrnreneeeencoensaennannas
6.3.4 Perimeter Wells



X

LIST OF APPENDICES

APPENDIX TITLE VOLUME

A Acronyms and Abbreviations; Units of Measure; Glossary

of Scientific Terms; Geologic Time Scale ......ccvvvvvvenen.. I1
B Statement Of WOrK c.viiiireereeeeenreseeccnnoscassconsscnnsanans I1
C Well Data and Lithological Logs ....evvvvvieninnininnannnnnn... Il
D Raw Field Data ..ciiineriieeerneceeonrccncssaoncssccnnanssasnans Il
E Surveying Data .....ieieiiiiiiinrariecesececcnesaetnscncacnsans II
F Chain-of-Custody FOrmMS .....viviiiinneeneonenrocnansnnncsonanns II
G Analytical Data - Part 1: Analytical Detection and '

Quantitation Limits, Extraction and Analysis Dates, and

QA/QC REPOTES tiveieriennrneronnocnncoecnsssecnssoosesassnns II

Analytical Data - Part 2: Raw Analytical Data, Lab Reports ... III

H Correspondence with Gove}nmental AgencCies .....c.cvuiieracnncannn III
I Data from Related or Previous IRP Investigations .............. ITI
J Requirements for Well Plugging and Abandonment ................ ITI
K Biographies of Key Personnel ........ccciiieiinenincienncncennns ITI

Sl E N E EEESESEEEEEEEE .-



‘f.:
i g

LIST OF FIGURES

FIGURE TITLE

1 Location Map of Air .Force Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio .....
-2 Location of Sites and Data Collection Points for AF
Plant 85, Columbus, ORi0 ...vvereeecereetecocenoannanns
3 Organizational Chart ......ccciiiiiiinernereronnnnconnnns
1 Bedrock Contours and Flow Direction of Preglacial
Groveport River and its Tributaries ......... ..ot
-2 Subcrop and Bedrock Surface in the Vicinity of AF Plant
85, Columbus, OR10 viviieiieeeeeeneanonncecnnnssnnasnns
2-3 Cross-Section A-A' (Figure 2-2) of Deposits Underlying
AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio ...vciviiinernceneanrnnnonss
2-4 Distribution of Soil Types at AF Plant 85, Columbus,
DR10 tiii ittt iiereieeenensncacetssansnsononancnnns
2-5 Map of Potentiometric Surface of the Shallow Water-
bearing Zone at AF Plant 85 ... ..ivinriniriienerinnnnnn.
Map of Potentiometric Surface of the Deep Water-
bearing Zone at AF Plant 85 ...iveiiierrcrenncneoncnnans
2-7 Locations of Private Wells (partial listing) within the
Vicinity of AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio ...............
2-8 Map Showing General Direction of Surface Water Drainage
at AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohi0 ..ivevrienneeenrerennnnn
3-1 Typical Above and Below Ground Completion for Well
Completed in Till, AF Plant 85 ....veiriiinrinecnnnnnss
3-2 Typical Above and Below Ground Completion for Well
Completed in Qutwash, AF Plant 85 ....ceviveinenncennnn
4-1 Site Map for PCB Spill (Site 3), AF Plant 85 ...........
4-2 Distribution of PCB Concentrations at Site 3 ...........
4-3 Site Map for Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) and
the James Road Hazardous Waste Pad (Site 8), AF-Plant
B ittt ittt ettt et
4-4 Potentiometric Surface of Till at Operable Unit 4 and
8, AF Plant 85 ..iiuiiiiiiniesiicesnssenonncnnnasanannns
4-5 Potentiometric Surface of Outwash at Operable Unit 4
and 8, AF Plant 85 ...iviiiiiiiiiiiininecnnnccosnnnnnnns
4-6 Cross-Section of Operable Unit 4 and 8 ..........c.o....
4-7 Northern Extent of Mason's Run (Site 5), AF Plant 85 ...
4-8 Southern Extent of Mason's Run (Site 5), AF Plant 85 ...
4-9 Site Map for Turkey Run (Site 10) ...ovvierienannnnnnnn.
4-10 Location of Perimeter Wells, AF Plant 85 ...............

| . v L ~. - —
: -’, ’ - . - g - 1 - ;
. S . . d

[p]
1
[o)]

3
i

- T o o - ML il
‘...

Lol ] ooty Il et} g
C B R

-ll;




4-10
4-11
4-12
4-13

Xii

LIST OF TABLES

TITLE PAGE
Major Industrial Operations Summary .........c.cceeeenenn 1-13
Laboratory Analyses Performed on Samples Submitted from

RI/FS Stage 2 Field Investigation at AF Plant 85 ...... 1-19
Population Characteristics for Vicinity of AF Plant

85, Columbus, ORi0 ..iceveerenrronsescesanacnscoaannnnss 2-2
Population Characteristics of Residents in Vicinity of

AF Plant 85, Columbus, ORi0 .iiviverierinrecreenoneenens 2-4
Geologic Formations in the Vicinity of AF Plant 85,

Franklin County, Ohio ..cveeierenienreenececncnenannnns 2-8
Soil Types at AF Plant 85 ...cvviiieinnnneenenennnnnenns 2-14
Inventory of Selected Wells in the Vicinity of AF

Plant 85 tivvvurirrireeenneoesocanssnceocsnsansansnsnnns 2-20
Meteorological Data Summary for Columbus, Ohio ......... 2-27
Field Activities and Samples by Site, AF Plant 85,

Columbus, Ohi0 ..iuieieereenueencnnsesconssscecsnsnannns 3-2
Well Inventory at AF Plant 85 .....ciiiieinicnerecnnnnes 3-6
Borehole Inventory at AF Plant 85 ..........cciiiennnns, 3-10
Sample Containers, Preservation Methods, and Holding

TiMES tvieeveeerecseonnsnscscasaannans eeeseseeteaannas 3-16
Method Detection Limits and Control Limits for Analytical

Parameters (Except Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85 ..... 3-26
Method Detection Limits and Control Limits for Analytical

Parameters (Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85 ............ 3-31

Analytical Data for Soil Samples Collected at PCB Spill
Site (Site 3) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF Plant 85 ... 4-4
Analytical Data for Soil Samples Collected at PCB Spill

Site (Site 3) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant 85 ...... 4-6
Physical, Chemical, and Fate Data ........cocvvvvvnannn.. 4-11
Half Lives in Various Media (Days) .eeceeeevecrannennsnn 4-11
Toxicity Data -- Risk Characterization: Potential

_ Carcinogenic Effects and Noncarcinogenic Effects ...... 4-14
Analytical Data for Soil Samples Collected at FDTA

(Site 4) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF Plant 85 ........ 4-24
Analytical Data for Soil Samples Collected at FDTA

(Site 4) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant 85 ........... 4-28
Analytical Data for Soil Samples Collected at JRHWP

(Site 8) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF Plant 85 ........ 4-29
Analytical Data for Soil Samples Collected at JRHWP

(Site 8) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant 85 ........... 4-32

Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

FDTA (Site 4) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF Plant 85 ... 4-39
Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

FDTA (Site 4) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant 85 ...... 4-40
Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

JRHWP (Site 8) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF Plant 85 .. 4-42
Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

JRHWP (Site 8) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant 85 ..... 4-43

- ..
Yoo ol Cooo A

s.-
Laa ot

i
1
v

lu
EN]

I\

- - - - "-
N : g i
el Dt [Saransiin e 3 5

alad

J

PERINIR

(&)

r- 3
Lol

ey

3

A
l )
it

al

j
E
£

el



)

O NN EEEEmEEEEEE B OB K
‘. P N “t e . L. R < .

TABLE
4-14
4-15
4-16

4-17

4-18

4-19

4-20

4-21

4-22

Xxiii
LIST OF TABLES (Cont.)
TITLE PAGE

Background Levels and Method Detection Limits for ICP

Metals in Groundwater from AF Plant 85 Perimeter Wells. 4-52
Analytical Data for Soil Sampies Collected at Mason's

Run (Site 5) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF Plant 85 .... 4-64
Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

Mason's Run (Site 5) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF

Plant BD ..iviiiiiiiiiinioneeneenennsenceccnnsnassnncnnns 4-65
Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

Mason's Run (Site 5) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant

B it ittt ittt ettt e e e 4-66
Analytical Data for Surface Water Samples Collected at

Mason's Run (Site 5) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF

e I 1 < 4-68
Analytical Data for Surface Water Samples Collected at

Mason's Run (Site 5) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant

B iiitiiitii ettt ittt e e e tetasesarotateanannns 4-70
Analytical Data for Sediment Samples Collected at

Mason's Run (Site 5) During Phase II, Stage 1, AF

I 1 4-72
Analytical Data for Sediment Samples Collected at

Mason's Run (Site 5) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant

S 4-74
Comparison of Selected Metals Values for Sediment

Samples Collected at Sites 5 and 10 During Stage 2 with
Literature Guidelines .......cceeeeeececccncscnnsncnnns 4-81
Analytical Data for Surface Water Samples Collected at

Turkey Run (Site 10) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant

85

Analytical Data for Sediment Samples Collected at

Turkey Run (Site 10) During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant

B it it ettt et st ittt 4-90
Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

Perimeter Wells During Phase II, Stage 1, AF Plant 85 . 4-96
Analytical Data for Groundwater Samples Collected at

Perimeter Wells During RI/FS, Stage 2, AF Plant 85 .... 4-97
Site Rankings Using Comparisons of Indicator Contaminant

Statistics Af Plant 85 ...c.viviiriienirnnnennnnnnnnnes 4-104
Initial Screening of Technologies and Process Options .. 5-5
Evaluation of Process Options ......ccoeevevvenncnnnennn, 5-6
Range of Remedial Alternatives .......cceveiveienniennnn. 5-8
Alternative Screening Summary ........cecevuieenninnnnnns 5-28
Comparison of Alternatives ......ceieveierinirnnnennnnnns 5-48



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

Am . .




C

—

-" Tt - - -'"""‘ i

- , o e —
- I' -'J. - ! - ’
i - H

- Y
H H
i

-"-‘

= N
- o ‘

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

The U.S. Air ‘Force (USAF) Installation Restoration Program (IRP) is
designed to identify, confirm/quantify, and remediate problems caused. by past
management of hazardous wastes at Air Force facilities. It is the basis for
assessment and response actions on USAF installations under the provisions of
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of
1980 (CERCLA) and the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986
(SARA). The objectives of the Air Force IRP are to assess past hazardous waste
disposal and spill sites on Air Force installations, and to develop remedial
actions consistent with the National Contingency Plan (NCP) for those sites
which pose a threat to human health and welfare, or to the environment.

Prior to 1988, the basic USAF IRP was a program comprised of four phases.
Now, this phased approach has been superseded by one more closely following the
Remediation Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) format used by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). .The new IRP RI/FS format combines the
old Phase II, Confirmation/Quantification Study, and the Phase IVa, Remedial

Action Planning, to efficiently arrive at appropriate remedial actions in a
timely manner.

A remedial investigation is conducted in stages to collect information on
the type and extent of contamination in the environment through field sampling.
The results are evaluated in terms of public health and environmental criteria.
A feasibility study, in which remedial alternatives are identified and
ultimately recommended for selection, is conducted somewhat in parallel with
the remedial investigation so that field data needed to select a remedy are
collected during the field investigation. /

The RI/FS is intended systematically to:

) Identify and prioritize contamination sources with respect to
hazard
) Determine the nature and extent of contamination, or conclude

that no significant adverse impact exists
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0 Determine the pathways and risks of the identified contami-
nation to various human and environmental receptors

0 Plan and conduct field activities that will support the
selection and eventual design of appropriate remedial actions

0 Develop appropriate remedial alternatives.

Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC), Environmental
Remediation Division, has prepared the following RI/FS under contract with the
USAF Human Systems Division (HSD/YAQI). This RI/FS report summarizes the
results of research on the Air Force (AF) Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio, under the
IRP, incorporating other appropriate research. The overall intent of this
study is to evaluate the existing data to define appropriate remedial actions
at the site.

INSTALLATION DESCRIPTION AND SETTING

AF Plant 85 is Tlocated in Franklin County about 6 miles northeast of
downtown Columbus, Ohio, just south of the Port Columbus International Airport
(Figure ES-1). The Plant occupies approximately 300 acres.

Completed in 1941, AF Plant 85 produced naval aircraft during World War
IT under contract with the Curtiss-Wright Corporation. Production declined
after the war and Curtiss-Wright discontinued operations in 1950. In late
1950, the U.S. Navy took over title to the Plant, which became the Naval
Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant (NIRAP) Columbus. At that time, North
American Aviation (now Rockwell International) took over Plant operations.
Numerous kinds of naval aircraft and missile systems were produced and tested
over the next several years. In 1982, NIRAP Columbus was transferred to the
U.S. Air Force from the Navy and designafed AF Plant 85; Rockwell Interna-
tional was awarded the contract for the production of the B-1B bomber aircraft.
AF Plant 85 is now operated by McDonald;Douglas for the production of aircraft
parts.
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The ground surface at the facility is relatively flat, with elevations
varying from 800 to 815 feet above mean sea level (msl). The only significant
relief near the facility occurs in areas adjacent to streams, glacial moraines,
or resistant bedrock.

The geologic setting in the central Ohio area consists of Mississippian
and Devonian sedimentary rocks overlain by glacial deposits, alluvia, and soils
from the I1linoian and Wisconsin Stages. The geology of the AF Plant 85 area
is affected by both preglacial erosion of the bedrock and glacial features.
Deep beneath the Plant, a major tributary of a preglacial river is in part
filled with glacial outwash from.the I1linoian Stage. Glacial till and outwash
from the Wisconsin Stage overlie the Illinoian outwash. The Mississippian
Ohio-Olentangy Shale is the underlying bedrock at AF Plant 85.

Groundwater beneath AF Plant 85 is present in two general aquifer systems:
Devonian Timestone aquifers and glacial outwash aquifers. The lower Devonian
rocks are major sources of groundwater supply in western Franklin County (about
5 miles west of the Plant). The glacial deposits in the central portion of
Franklin County yield groundwater, with the greatest yields obtained from the
outwash. The southwestern portion of AF Plant 85 is underlain by a sand and
gravel outwash aquifer system. Most of the remaining portion of the Plant area
is underlain by lenses of sand and gravel interbedded in clayey till which
yield groundwater at various rates, depending on the thickness of the sand and
gravel lenses. Numerous potable water supply wells have been drilled near and
on the AF Plant 85 property. These wells were developed in glacial outwash.
An estimated 50 to 100 private wells may still be in use within this radius.

The principal river in Franklin County is the Scioto River which flows
southward through downtown Columbus toward the Ohio River. AF Plant 85 is
located within the drainage basin of Big Walnut Creek, a tributary of the
Scioto River. Surface water runoff from the Plant discharges into two creeks:
Turkey Run, located in the western portion of the site, and Mason's Run,
located in the central Plant area. Both creeks enter the Plant boundary from
the Port of Columbus International Airport to the north of AF Plant 85 and flow

v . i . i 4 H ’ - - -
E- - L- ',- '_:- - v';- ',I\- F- ’- - «- - - L . 4

1 W




ES-5

south. These streams join Big Walnut Creek about 5 miles south of the site.
Flow within these creeks 1is generally low except during periods of

precipitation. Due to the large proportion of paved area and relatively

impermeable surface soil, runoff is highly dependent on storm events.

Surface water is the primary source of municipal water supplies in
Franklin County. The Morse Road Treatment Plant, which provides water to AF
Plant 85, is supplied by Hoover Reservoir, which also serves the northern and
eastern portions of the city of Columbus. Hoover Reservoir, located 8 miles
north of AF Plant 85 on Big Walnut Creek, is used for both water supply and
flood control. No known surface water supplies are present within 3 miles
downstream of AF Plant 85.

SITE INVESTIGATIONS

Figure ES-2 presents the locations of the investigated sites at AF Plant
85. Sites were selected from the Phase I investigation performed by CH2M HILL
(1984), the Phase II, Stage 1 investigation performed by PEI and Battelle-
Columbus (1988), and the Stage 2 Pre-survey performed by SAIC (formally
Battelle Denver Operations) and HSD (1988).

Various waste-handling operations have occurred at AF Plant 85 since 1941.
Specific information of waste disposal and storage practices at each site is

provided in the following subsections.

PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

In January 1983, several gallons of transformer oil containing PCBs were
spilled at this site. The spill occurred adjacent to Electric Substation 23.
The site was excavated twice by Plant personnel. However, additional testing
was required to determine the adequacy of these cleanup attempts.

Phase II, Stage 1 investigations consisted of soil sampling. Concen-
trations of PCBs were found which exceeded the action level of 50 ppm set by
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40 CFR 761, Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA). Stage 2 investigations were
aimed at defining the areal and vertical extent of the PCB contamination.

Fire Department Training Area (Site 4)

Fire department training activities were conducted at AF Plant 85 (Site
4) from 1941 through 1977. Until 1970, at least one training exercise was
conducted per month, after which their frequency slowly decreased to zero by
1977. As many as four fires were extinguished per session, with each session
consuming approximately 900 gallons of fuel (waste magnesium chips, waste oils,
and contaminated aircraft fuel). When this training area was deactivated in
1977, the soil was excavated to a depth of about 30 inches and the area was
backfilled with clean dirt.

Phase II, Stage 1 investigations included soil and groundwater sampling.
Elevated concentrations of purgeable organics were found in soils, but not in
any of the groundwater samples. Determination of the extent of contamination
in the soil required confirmation. This was done in the RI/FS, Stage 2.

Mason's Run Qil/Fuel Spill Site (Site 5)

Much of Mason's Run is channeled within an underground concrete culvert
throughout the Plant. The stream enters the Plant area along the northern
boundary (after passage through Port Columbus International Airport property)
and exits the Plant in an open ditch near the Plant entrance gate located at
the intersection of First Street and Fifth Avenue. This stream has received
miscellaneous oil and fuel and coal-pile leachate from storm drains at various
times since 1941. Approximately 15 years ago, an oil skimmer system, including
a floating boom and a concrete weir, were installed at the south end of Mason's
Run where it leaves the Plant property at East Fifth Avenue.

The Phase II, Stage 1 investigations consisted of soil, sediment, sur-
face water, and groundwater sampling. The higher concentrations of chemicals
found during Stage 1 sampling of the downstream stations, as compared to the
upstream stations, initiated further investigation in Stage 2.
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James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8)

This site was used to store drums of hazardous wastes from 1941 until
1989. These wastes included 1,1,1-trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA), acetone,
mixtures of other solvents, and phenolic paint strippers. Several spills have
been reported to have occurred on the ground adjacent to the concrete pad
currently in place at this site. The James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad
is no longer is use; the Air Force and Rockwell International (the previous
Plant operator) are presently pursuing formal closure of this RCRA-permitted
storage pad.

Phase II, Stage 1 investigations included soil and groundwater sampling.
Purgeable organics were identified in soil samples and elevated levels of total
halogenated compounds were detected in one groundwater sample. The identifica-
tion of the compounds found in groundwater was a target of the RI/FS, Stage 2
investigations, as well as determination of any migration of the compounds in
groundwater.

Turkey Run (Site 10)

Approximately 375 feet of Turkey Run crosses AF Plant 85 on the western-
most segment of land after passage through the Port of Columbus International
Airport. This site was established during RI/FS, Stage 2 to monitor sediment

and surface water quality at both the upstream and downstream boundaries of the
site.

Perimeter Monitoring Wells

Perimeter monitoring wells were installed to measure groundwater quality
to determine the effects of Plant activities on groundwater. For sampling
purposes, the perimeter monitoring wells were given the field designations of
9MW1 through 9MW7. This site was established during RI/FS, Stage 2 to allow
for monitoring the quality of the groundwater as it flows beneath the Plant's
boundary, under the facility, and as it exits the property. Wells were placed
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along the perimeter of the Plant. Also included in the perimeter monitoring
system was Phase II, Stage 1 monitoring well PG201.

INVESTIGATIVE METHODOLOGIES

The remedial investigation for the RI/FS, Stage 2, was based on the
findings and recommendations from the Phase II, Stage 1 investigation at AF
Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio. The methodologies used to obtain data were selected
on a site-by-site basis to provide the most useful information possible (Table
ES-1) and were performed in accordance with Air Force guidance. Field work was
conducted between 19 September and 16 December 1988. Procedures for obtaining
field data are presented in Section 3.0.

Field duplicates and blanks (trip, equipment, and ambient condition) were
prepared as quality control samples for water. Replicate samples were prepared
to fulfill quality control requirements for soil samples.

RESULTS OF RI/FS, STAGE 2 INVESTIGATIONS

The brief discussion of results from the Stage 2 investigation and a risk
assessment summary are presented below on a site-by-site basis.

Discussion of Results for PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

Site 3 is the location of a PCB spill which occurred in 1983 near Electric
Substation 23, Transformer P-27, located in the north central part of AF Plant
85 (Figure ES-2).

Nine soil samples were collected during the Stage 1 investigation and 29
(including 3 duplicates), during the Stage 2 investigations. The samples were
aha]yzed for the presence of PCBs only. Aroclor 1260 was the only PCB detected.
The borehole locations and PCB concentrations at appropriate depth are
illustrated in Figure ES-3.
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Table ES-1. Field Activities and Samples
by Site, AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio

.-
e

Perimete
Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 8 Site 10 Wells

3

Soils:

Hand-augered

# of Boreholes 8
# of Samples 1-2/hole 2-3/hole
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# of Boreholes 3
# of Soil Samples 4/hole
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Sediment

— D) =
N
(8,
~

[y Sy

|

[FSNOS NI

Water:

Groundwater Sampling
"~ New Wells
Existing Wells

|
.‘-
f—rveraay

Surface Water

W r—
N N NN

i

Stug Test 4
Ecology Study 1

{- -
| —

(—




X X
T . TRANSFORMER P-27
—_
\x\ ( SITE 3) FENCE
x\
X\
Depth Conc. Depth Conc 388 x \\x
0 0 90 10-20| 24 Depth Cone Depth Conc.
2.5 liar 20-3.0] 370 37
—— 50 |422 (147) 10-2.0 | 700 (610) /10-20} 0.99
—_ O 3Bi2 _ Depth | Conc
= —50-302 . Q @® (+0-50] 230 ® |40-50] 1.9 o
—— 389 10-20| 4
\ Depth | Conc Depth Conc 3B 10 T — _
Depth Conc 3811 s —
— 0 0 1.05 10-20 | 17 ./ o o Depth Conc — —_—
25 |1o2 [— __ 313 —® 10 -2 ~ )
el 40 {303 — — 25 30-40 | 0.4 ] .0-2.0 |16
S0 - 301 T ——
—— _ ®
.\ T — T e—
]
BURIED CONCRETE ELECTRIC ST Depth Conc Depth Conc. —
CONDUIT, APPROXIMATE P one 5 576 =
DEPTH IS 4.5 FEET. TRUE 10-2.0 | 7.1 25 | 9 39 ;g_i': 'g s
LOCATION UNCERTAIN, 40 0.85 -
EXPLANATION
Depth Conc
.387 @ Depth Conc 10-25 |81 Depth Conc
- BOREHOLE AND NUMBE
E R 10-2.5 | 0.37 3.5-5.0 | ND 10-25 | 0.1
35-50 | ND 60-75 | ND 35-50 | ND
Depth - IN FEET ) 2.5 FEET
——— 60-75 |0.06 . 85-100 | ND 6.0-75 | ND (ND)
Conc. — CONCENTRATION OF scaALE 85-100 [ ND 385 8.5-10 0 | ND (ND)
AROCLOR 1260 , mg/kg e 3B4 o ° 3B6
%&Battelle
Figure ES-3. Distribution of PCB concentrations at Site 3.
Denver Operations




ES-12

Significance of Findings. During Stage 2, concentrations of Aroclor 1260
ranged from 0.06 to 700 mg/kg at depths between 0 to 7.5 feet bgs. Detected
concentrations were highest next to the fence and decreased moving south, away
from the fence. Prior excavation of the area nearest to the fence reached a
depth of roughly 2 feet, which was apparently not deep enough to remove all of
the PCB-contaminated soil.

Baseline Risk Assessment. PCBs are relatively inert, and therefore
persistent compounds, with a low vapor pressure, a high affinity for soils,
and Tow water solubility. Despite their low vapor pressure, they have a high
Henry's Law Constant, which causes a higher rate of volatilization than might
normally be expected. Volatilization of PCBs is believed to account for their
global distribution. Once they have volatilized, the PCBs come back to earth
by way of rain, snow, or dust particles. Adsorption to the organic material
in soil or sediments is probably the major fate of Aroclor 1260. Once bound,
the PCBs may persist for years with slow desorption providing continuous,
 low-level exposure to the surrounding area.

In humans exposed to PCBs, reported adverse effects include impairment of
liver function, a variety of neurobehavioral and affective symptoms, minor
birth abnormalities, and probably increased incidence of cancer (Clement
Associates, 1985). The EPA weight-of-evidence category for PCBs is Group B2,
a probable human carcinogen, indicating that there is sufficient evidence of
carcinogenicity in animals, but inadequate evidence of carcinogenicity in
humans (SPHEM, 1986). Three primary ways in which PCBs can affect terrestrial
wildlife are outright mortality, adverse affects on reproduction, and changes
in behavior (Clement Associates, 1985). Toxicity increases with the length of
exposure and position of the exposed species in the food chain.

Transport of PCBs from this site could occur by physical removal of
contaminated soil, surface runoff, or by airborne movement of fugitive dust or
vapors. Transport in soil would be slow due to the low soil permeabilities
and the strong tendency for PCBs to adhere to the soil; however, it does occur
and the PCBs could eventually reach the groundwater. Migration of PCBs in the
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groundwater is not likely due to the properties of PCBs and to the hydraulic
conductivity of the water-bearing zone, which is estimated at between 1074 and
10-10 cm/sec (Freeze,and Cherry, 1979).

The PCB Aroclor 1260 found at Site 3 has two potential exposure routes:
1) inhalation of dust and 2) dermal exposure by direct contact with the soil.
Because of the high PCB concentrations found at shallow depth, the volatiliz-
ation of the PCBs and the slow degradation rates could result in inhalation of
these contaminants by those working in the vicinity of the substation and those
downwind‘of AF Plant 85. The prevailing wind direction is from the south-
southwest with an average wind speed between 7 and 10 miles per hour. The city
of Gahanna lies less than 2 miles to the northeast of, or downwind from, AF
Plant 85, as do the four environmentally sensitive areas. Dermal exposure by
direct contact with the soil could occur when work is done at the substation,
which may also release fugitive dust.

At AF Plant 85 Site 3, the risk to both humans and wildlife is suffi-
ciently high to warrant remedial action. PCBs are known carcinogens at small
exposure dosages and concentrations of Aroclor 1260 at this site ranged from
0.06 to 700 mg/kg at depths of between 0 to 7.5 feet. Because of these high
concentrations of PCBs at such a shallow depth and their ability to volatilize
readily into the atmosphere, both the city of Gahanna and the environmentally
sensitive areas downwind from the site are at some risk. Dermal contact at the

.PCB Spill Site is also probable and the threat to human health and wildlife is

relatively high from this exposure route. Also, the high concentrations of
PCBs at this site exceed the federal action level of 50 ppm provided for PCBs
by 40 CFR Part 761 I. Therefore, cleanup of the PCB-contaminated soil (to a
recommended 25 ppm PCBs) at Site 3 is necessary to reduce the threat to human
health and wildlife and is required by law.
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Discussion of Results for Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) and James Road
Hazardous Waste Pad (Site 8)

The proximity of the Fire Department Training Area (FDTA, Site 4) and
James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (JRHWP, Site 8) has allowed these two
sites to be grouped as one for the purpose of data analysis (Figure ES-2).

During Stages 1 and 2 a total of 15 boreholes were drilled at this
combined site, 12 of which were converted to groundwater monitoring wells. Of
these monitoring wells, five monitor the till, four monitor the outwash, and
three monitor transitional lithologic zones.

One sha]]ow and one deep water-bearing zone are present. Laborator}]
fpermeability tests performed on soil samples taken fro 0 wells monitoring
~the till show a coefficient of permeability of 1.73 x 10'6 and 6.5 x 1078
\\Emiiec “These values are within the range reported For g g]aC1a1 ti17 in other
areas (Freeze and Cherry, 1979). Sieve analyses performed on soil samples
collected from the till also indicate that this formation is relatively
impermeable. Water levels indicate the outwash is under artesian pressure at
this combined site which implies communication from the shallow to the deep

water-bearing zone.

Eighteen (18) soil samples were collected and submitted for analysis
during Stage 2; three of the samples were from the FDTA and 15 were from the
JRHWP. During the Stage 1 investigation, 20 soil samples from the FDTA and
nine from the JRHWP were submitted for analysis. Groundwater samples were
obtained from the four monitoring wells present at FDTA and the eight
monitoring wells installed at JRHWP during the Stage 2 field investigation.
Six groundwater samples were collected during Stage 1. Table ES-2 shows the
maximum concentrations of contaminants found at this combined site.

Several soil and groundwater samples collected from this combined site
during both stages of investigation indicated the presence of a variety of
organic compounds. Trichloroethylene (TCE) was detected in four soil samples
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Table ES-2. Maximum Concentrations of Contaminants

at IRP Sites, AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio.

[R!
4

Maximum Federal MCL/
Site Media Parameters* Concentrations Cleanup Standards
3 Soil Aroclor 1260 700 mg/kg 25 mg/kg
4/8 Soil lead NR
0i1 & Grease 210 mg/kg NR
1,2-DCA 0.0065 mg/kg NR
Methylene Chloride 0.204 mg/kg NR
PCE 0.012 mg/kg NR
T-1,2-DCE 0.449 mg/kg NR
ICE 189 mg/kg NR
Toluene 0.190 mg/kg NR
PAHs 3.1 mg/kg NR
Groundwater + TDS 660 mg/1 500 mg/1
+ Chloride 39 mg/1 250 mg/1
Fluoride 1.0 mg/1 4 mg/1
+ Sulfate 100 mg/1 250 mg/1
Arsenic 0.013 mg/1 0.05 mg/1
Barium 0.22 mg/1 1(5) mg/1
Lead 0.007 mg/} 0.05(0.005) mg/1
0il1 & Grease 1.6 mg/1 NR
1,1,1-TCA 0.7 ug/1 200 ug/1
Freon 113 5.9 mg/1 NR
5 Soil Cadmium 1.02 mg/kg NR
Chromium 16.0 mg/kg NR
Lead 19.4 mg/kg - NR
—~0i1 & Grease 518 mg/kg NR
Groundwater + TDS 2,500 mg/1 500 mg/1
+ Chloride 44 mg/1 250 mg/1
Fluoride 1.7 mg/1 4 mg/1
+ Sulfate 556 mg/] 250 mg/1
Arsenic 0.012 mg/1 0.05 mg/1
Barium 0.3 mg/1 1(5) mg/1
Lead 0.0096 mg/1 0.05(0.005) mg/1
Mercury 0.0026 mg/1 0.002 mg/1
ToTuene 0.5 ug/1 NR(2,000) ug/1

—_ =
~ 0

: : - R X - i ) o o % -

Only those metals which are regulated in groundwater have
Parameters with non-enforceable secondary maximum contaminant levels.
Parameter not regulated in this medium.
Proposed MCLs.

been listed here.
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Table ES-2. Maximum Concentrations of Contaminants
at IRP Sites, AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio.

(Continued)

- Max imum Federal MCL/
Site Media Parameters* Concentrations Cleanup Standards
5 (cont.) Surface Water + TDS_ 678-mg/1 500 mg/1

+ Chloride 58 mg/1 250 mg/1
+ Sulfate 80.3 mg/1 250 mg/1
Barium 0.12 mg/1 1(5) mg/1
Lead 0.0194 mg/1 0.05(0.005) mg/1
0i1 & Grease 2.3 mg/1 NR
1,1,1-TCA 1.6 ug/1 200 ug/1
BDCM 1.0 ug/1 *k
Chloroform 12.0 ug/1 *x
TCE 1.6 ug/] 5 ug/1
Sediments Barium 240 mg/kg NR -
Cadmium 13 mg/kg NR
Chromium 207 mg/kg NR
Lead 292 mg/kg NR
Qil & Grease 1,325 mg/kg -NR
PAHs 970 mg/kg NR
Methylene Chloride 1.0 mg/kg NR
10 Surface Water + TDS 500 mg/1 500 mg/1 -
+ Chloride 40 mg/1 250 mg/1
+ Sulfate 68 mg/1 250 mg/1
Barium 0.064 mg/1 1(5) mg/]
Lead 0.003 mg/1 0.05(0.005) mg/1
Sediments Barium 130 mg/kg NR
Cadmium 1 mg/kg NR
Chromium 20 mg/kg NR
Methylene Chloride 1 mg/kg NR
Perimeter Wells Groundwater +_TDS 710 mg/1 500 mg/1
+ Chloride : 50 mg/1 250 mg/1
Fluoride 1.2 mg/1 4 mg/1
+ Sulfate 94 mg/1 250 mg/1
Arsenic 0.008 mg/1 0.05 mg/1
Barium 0.61 mg/1 1(5) mg/1
Cadmium 0.04 mg/1  0.01(0.005) mg/1
Lead 0.012 mg/1  0.05(0.005) mg/1

* = QOnly those metals which are regulated in groundwater have been listed here.
+ = Parameters with non-enforceable secondary maximum contaminant levels.
NR = Parameter not regulated in this medium.

Proposed MCLs.
BDCM and Chloroform are two of the four components of the total trihalomethanes

group which has an MCL of 100 ug/1; combined concentrations of these four components
cannot exceed 100 ug/1.
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with concentrations ranging from 0.042 to 189 mg/kg. Although the high TCE
value was confirmed in second column analysis, the concentration detected in
the duplicate sample taken from this same depth was only 1.3 mg/kg. Trans-1,2-
dichloroethylene (t-1,2-DCE), a TCE breakdown product, was detected in one of
the three soil samples collected from one borehole (0.449 mg/kg). Neither TCE
nor t-1,2-DCE were detected in groundwater sampies collected at Combined Site
4/8.

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA) was detected in one soil sample at a
concentration of 0.0052 mg/kg and two groundwater samples (1.1 and 0.7 ug/L).
1,1-Dichloroethane (DCA) and 1,2-DCA were also detected in soil samples from
this combined site. 1,1-DCA was detected in one soil sample (0.0062 mg/kg),
while 1,2-DCA was detected in soil samples from three boreholes (0.0078 to 1.9
mg/kg). 1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) was detected in one
well at a concentration of 5.9 mg/L, but was not detected in any of the soil
samples at this combined site.

During Stage 1, toluene and methylene chloride were detected in soil
samples from all the boreholes, with concentrations ranging from 0.018 to 0.204
mg/kg. These analytes were not detected in groundwater samples.

During Stage 2, quantities of several polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAHs), ranging in concentration from 0.6 mg/kg [indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene] to
3.1 mg/kg (fluoranthene), were detected in a soil sample taken from one
borehole. 0il and grease were found in all soil samples collected during the
Stage 1 investigation, with concentrations ranging from 24.5 to 210 mg/kg.
During Stage 2, oil and grease were detected as semi-quantified SW 8270
compounds in four soil samples. 0il and grease were detected in all six Stage
1 groundwater samples with concentrations ranging from 0.5 to 1.6 mg/L; Stage
2 groundwater samples were not analyzed for oil and grease.

Lead was the only metal detected in soils. It was detected in all soil
samples collected from the FDTA, ranging from 5.59 to 25.11 mg/kg. Stage 2
investigations included analysis of a fairly complete suite of metals in
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groundwater. These data were compared to background levels computed from the
AF Plant 85 perimeter wells. None of the metals detected at this combined site
exceeded any of their respective MCLs or designated levels.

Significance of Findings. In determining the significance of contaminants
found at Combined Site 4/8, chemical concentrations were compared with the
current and proposed federal pfimary maximum contaminant levels (MCLs), where
established for parameters in groundwater. The state of Ohio adopted the
federal MCLs as state standards in May 1989. As no federal or state regulatory
standards exist for contaminants in soils, guidelines from the literature were
used for comparison. The primary source used for this comparison was the state
of California Designated Levels, which were developed for analytes in soils at
a hypothetical "average" site. These levels were developed by the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board to show the use of this methodology in
generating contaminant threshold levels in soils for the protection of
groundwater and surface water resources. Since these designated levels were
computer-generated using specific soil types found in California, caution
should be used in comparing these to the concentrations, particularly
inorganic, found in soil samples collected at AF Plant 85. These levels were
established for illustrative purposes only, and they have no official status
or legal significance, even in California. Where California designated levels
were not provided for a particular analyte, other literature sources were
consulted, and the same precautions should be used in these comparisons as
well.

Of the TCE concentrations found in soil samples at the FDTA, only the 189
mg/kg value exceeded the designated level of 5 mg/kg. However, Cleland and
Kingsbury (1977) provide a soil Ambient Multimedia Environmental Goal (AMEG)
of 1,000 mg/kg for TCE. An AMEG is the approximate level of a contaminant
"below which unacceptable negative effects in human populations or in natural
biological communities should not occur with continuous exposure" (Fitchko,
1989). The one 1,1-DCA concentration did not exceed the designated level (20
mg/kg) and only two of the ten 1,2-DCA concentrations were above the 1.0 mg/kg
guideline for soils. The designated levels for t-1,2-DCE, toluene, and
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1,1,1-TCA (16, 100, and 200 mg/kg, respectively) were not exceeded by any
concentrations found in soils collected at this combined site. The primary MCL
for 1,1,1-TCA (200 pg/L) was also not exceeded by concentrations found in the
groundwater. Although an MCL has not been established for the presence of
Freon 113 in groundwater, California lists 1.2 mg/L as the state action level
for this parameter, which was exceeded by the concentration detected in
groundwater from well PG803. The California designated level for the PAH
compounds is 0.0028 mg/kg, which was exceeded by all PAH concentrations found
at this location.

No federal or state regulatory standards exist for the presence of oil
and grease in soils. The free petroleum products which tend to stress the
environment most are gasoline and diesel fuels (C4 to Cl12 and Cl10 to C23
hydrocarbons, respectively). The fuel components of major concern are benzene,
toluene, xylene, and ethylbenzene (BTX&E) because: 1) they are a serious
threat to human health, 2) they have the potential to move through soil and
contaminate groundwater, and 3) their vapors are highly flammable and
explosive. The hydrocarbons detected in the soil samples collected during the
installation of monitoring well 4MW4 were considerably heavier than those in
gasoline and diesel (C25 to C35) and no BTX&E were detected, indicating that
the above risks would not be present.

The organic compounds, as well as the lead, found at the FDTA are likely
the result of past fire training activities. The toluene, methylene chloride,
1,1,1-TCA, 1,1-DCA, 1,2-DCA, t-1,2-DCE, and petroleum products found at JRHWP
could be the result of the spills and leaks which have occurred at the storage
pad. TCE and 1,1,1-TCA are used as solvents and were reported to have been
stored at this site. In addition, waste solvents were also reportedly burned
with fuels during fire training exercises, which could be the source of the
high TCE value in the FDTA. The PAHs detected at JRHWP are byproducts of the
coal tar distillation process and are also found in some of the heavier
petroleum products, such as asphalt. It was thought by some of the field
personnel that the sample containing the PAHs was obtained from a borehole’
penetrating an old road bed.
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Although concentrations of the above compounds in soils are not regulated-
by federal or state agencies and none of the contaminants found in groundwater
exceeded primary MCLs, baseline risk assessments were performed on the PAHs,
TCE, and Freon 113 due to the relatively high concentrations found at this
combined site.

Baseline Risk Assessment. Data gathered on PAHs has been largely inferred
from research conducted on benzo(a)pyrene, which will be used here as the
representative compound. The physical, chemical, and fate data obtained from
the Superfund Public Health Evaluation Manual (SPHEM, 1986) indicate that this
compound has a very high affinity for soil or sediment, would strongly adsorb
to suspended particulate matter, and is not very soluble in water. The
toxicity data for benzo(a)pyrene lists a carcinogenic potency factor of 11.5
mg/kg/day'1 using the oral route (SPHEM, 1986). At a cancer risk level of
10‘4, the acceptable benzo(a)pyrene dose for short-term exposure for a 70 kg
person is 0.50 mg/day; for a 100 cancer risk, the short-term dose is 0.005
mg/day (AGWSE, 1989).\ Of the nine PAHs found at Site 8, four have sufficient
evidence accumulated on them to be classified as carcinogenic in animals.
Those chemicals which have been found to be carcinogenic have also been found
to be mutagenic (Clement Associates, 1985). The EPA weight-of-evidence
category for benzo(a)pyrene is Group B2, a probable carcinogen, indicating that
there is sufficient evidence of carcinogenicity in animals, but inadequate
evidence in humans.

The physical, chemical, and fate data for TCE indicate that it could leach
into groundwater fairly readily, is highly volatile, moderately adsorbs to
organics, and can bioaccumulate to some degree (Clement Associates, 1985).
TCE has been shown to be carcinogenic in long-term, high dosage laboratory
tests on animals, effecting the kidneys, liver, nervous system, and skin. TCE
has a low acute toxicity and the median lethal dose (LDSO) in several species
ranged from 6,000 to 7,000 mg/kg. No information was found on the effects of
TCE on marine life, domestic animals, or terrestrial wildlife (Clement
Associates, 1985). For humans, the 10'6 cancer risk associated with lifetime
exposure to TCE in drinking water is estimated to be 2.7 pg/L.
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The physical, chemical, and fate data for Freon 113 indicate this compound
is quite volatile, is slightly soluble in water, and has a moderate potential
for sorption to organic materials. There are very few data available concern-
ing the risks of Freon 113. However, human exposure to vapor concentrations
of 4,500 ppm or more can affect the nervous system. Freon 113 had a mild
dermal effect on rabbits at a concentration of 500 mg/L and the LDgy due to
ingestion in rats was 43 gm/kg. The compound is noncarcinogenic with an
acceptable oral route intake in chronic situations of 3.00 mg/kg/day (SPHEM,
1986). This would allow a 70 kg person (drinking 2 liters of water per day)
to ingest 2,100 mg/day.

The sources for the PAHs or the Freon 113 have not been positively
identified. As stated previously, however, field personne]<§ﬁ§§2€§ that the
sample containing the PAHs was collected from an old roadbed. There is no
documentatio i i ing stored
at the JRHWP or of a spill having occurred, but this does seem to be the mast
Tikely source. Since TCE is used as a solvent and mixed solvents were stored
at JRHWP, it is likely that leaking storage drums were the source of the small
amount of TCE breakdown products detected in the soils at this site, The
reportedly high value of TCE found at the FDTA is likely a residual from
previous fire training exercises. -

PAHs were only found in one soil sample at JRHWP, indicating they are not
presently being transported to the groundwater. These organic compounds could
reach groundwater by leaching from contaminated soils; however, these chemicals
are only slightly soluble in water and adsorb readily to particulate matter.
Also, the hydraulic conductivity in the till js estimated to be between 10~
and 1078 cm/sec, suggesting that the compounds found at this site would not be
readily transmitted through the groundwater. Therefore, groundwater would not
be a likely transport medium for PAHs. Atmospheric transport is possible
either through adsorption to airborne particulates or by volatilization of
those PAHs with Tow molecular weights. The PAHs were found in one soil sample
at a depth of between 4.0 to 5.5 bgs and would only enter the atmosphere if
these soils were disturbed.

“
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Freon 113 was found in a monitoring well screened in the till and was not
detected in either of the other downgradient wells screened in the till or in
any of the wells in the vicinity screened in the deeper outwash. It appears
that Freon 113, which is stable in water, is not migrating to other monitoring
wells. This compound was not detected in any of the soil samples collected at
Sites 4 and 8. Since Freon 113 is quite volatile, it is possible that any
previous concentrations in soil close to the ground surface could have
volatilized and entered the atmospheric medium and were transported downwind.

The three exposure routes of ingestion, inhalation, and dermal contact
are possible at these sites. Inhalation and dermal contact could take place
if any future activities at this combined site occurred which disturbed the
soils, such as during any new construction. The receptors would be those
individuals working at the site during such activities, as well as the downwind
city of Gahanna. The compounds found in the soil do not occur in the
groundwater; therefore, ingestion 1is only a concern for Freon 113. The
compound was detected in the water-bearing zone of the till. However, the till
is not used as a water supply, primarily due to the low yield of the water-
bearing formation. Consequently, there are no present receptors nor are there
likely to be in the future.

There does not appear to be a threat to human health or the environment
by the presence of PAHs in the one soil sample collected at JRHWP. These
contaminants are of limited areal extent and total PAH concentration did not
exceed the tentative Netherlands guidelines which would warrant further
investigation of these compounds in soils. They were not detected in
groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells at this combined site.
Also, since these contaminants are not very soluble in water and they are
highly adsorbent onto soil, the likelihood of them entering the groundwater to
be consumed is low, especially considering the low yield of the water-bearing
formation. Finally, the depth at which the PAHs were found is such that the
Qnly risk to health would occur if they were excavated.
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Freon 113 was found in only one groundwater sample at a concentration of
5.9 mg/L; and, it was not detected in any of the soil samples. This compound
is noncarcinogenic with an acceptable oral route intake in chronic situations
of 30 mg/kg/day, which would allow an average person to ingest 2,100 mg/day.
At the present concentration at this site, this would allow a person to drink
356 liters of freon-contaminated water per day, which is highly unlikely. Also,
Freon 113 was detected in a transitional water-bearing zone, which is not used
as a water supply due to its low yield. Therefore, it is not likely that the
Freon 113 found at this site will be a threat to human health and the
environment.

TCE and its breakdown products were detected in relatively low concen-
trations, none exceeding established standards or guidelines. The one
exception to this is the 189 mg/kg concentration found in one soil sample.
Although confirmed in second column analysis, this value may be suspect due to
the low concentration found in its dup]icatg//ﬁﬁbwever, assuming that this high
value is valid, the health risk from this compound was examined. TCE has a
high water solubility, yet it was not detected in the groundwater samples
collected from the downgradient well monitoring the borehole in which it was
found. Also, TCE is highly volatile and because of the depth at which this
compound is found, the only potential risk to health from TCE would occur
during excavation at this site. Therefore, it appears that no receptors for
this compound presently exist and the only risk to human health and the
environment would possibly occur if the soil at the FDTA were disturbed.

Discussion of Results for Mason's Run (Site 5)

Mason's Run is located in the central area of the Plant. It enters the
Plant boundaries from the Port Columbus Airport, flows south through the
facility, and exits near the entrance to AF Plant 85 on East Fifth Avenue
(Figure ES-2). Mason's Run is channeled with a concrete culvert through most
of its extent within the Plant boundaries.
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Two soil, two groundwater, and seven sediment samples were collected and
analyzed during Stage 1. Stage 2 sampling consisted of collecting four
groundwater samples, two surface water samples (one upstream and one down-
stream), and three sediment samples. The maximum concentrations of
contaminants at this site are found in Table ES-2.

Both organic and inorganic constituents were detected in soil, sediment,
groundwater, and surface water samples collected from Mason's Run. The most
prevalent organic compounds found at this site were oil and grease and other
related petroleum products, including PAHs. Qil and grease were detected in
Stage 1 soil samples collected during the installation of the two monitoring
wells, with concentrations ranging from 93.3 to 518 mg/kg.  Groundwater samples
collected from these same wells showed oil and grease concentrations of 1.4 and
1.1 mg/L. Surface water samples collected from both the upper and lower
reaches of Mason's Run contained oil and grease concentrations from 1.1 to 2.3
mg/L. The highest concentrations of petroleum products found at Site 5,
however, were in sediment samples, particularly those collected upstream from
the concrete weir Tlocated on the southern extent of Mason's Run. Here
concentrations ranged from 1,766 to 7,325 mg/kg, while oil and grease values
in sediments from the northern extent ranged from 72.9 to 454 mg/kg. During
the Stage 2 investigation, the sediment sample collected immediately upstream
‘from the concrete weir contained a total petroleum product (semi-quantified
SW8270 compounds) concentration of 760 mg/kg. - Also of importance in this
sample were the individual PAHs detected in concentrations ranging from 2.7 to
970 mg/kg. About 100 feet downstream from the weir, PAH concentrations in the
sediment sample ranged from 1.5 to 20 mg/kg. PAHs were not detected in any of
the surface water or groundwater samples collected at Site 5.

Other organic compounds detected at Site 5 were 1,1,1-TCA, TCE, BDCM,
chloroform, and methylene chloride. - During the Stage 1 investigation,
1,1,1-TCA was detected in one surface water sample at a concentration of 1.6
pg/L at the downstream sampling point; and during Stage 2, it was detected at
concentrations of 0.5 and 1.1 pg/L at the same location. TCE, BDCM, and
chloroform were also detected at this surface water sampling location at
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concentrations of 0.5 to 1.6 wg/L, 1.0 to 5.6 pg/L, and 1.3 to 3.8 ug/L,
respectively. Methylene chloride was detected in two Stage 2 sediment samples
in concentrations of 1.0 and 0.9 mg/kg.

Total dissolved solids (TDS) and sulfate were detected in both groundwater
and surface water samples. TDS concentrations in groundwater ranged from 464
to 2,500 mg/L and in surface water samples ranged from 330 to 678 mg/L.
Sulfate was detected in all groundwater samples collected, with concentrations
ranging from 73.6 to 556 mg/L, and in surface water samples, with values
ranging from 49.2 to 80.3 mg/L.

A number of metals were detected in all of the sampling media at this
site. Because of the large number of metals and the fact that they are
naturally occurring, only those with current or proposed primary MCLs in
groundwater were evaluated and compared to background levels from the AF Plant
85 perimeter wells. The exceptions to this are the metals found in sediment
samples, which were also compared to U.S. EPA guidelines developed by Region
V for the evaluation of Great Lakes harbor sediments (USEPA, 1977, as adapted

" by Fitchko, 1989).

Results from the aquatic survey conducted on Mason's Run are presented in
full in Appendix I. Seining the creek at both locations did not produce any
fish, suggesting that none were inhabiting either stretch of Mason's Run during
the study period. Results of the benthic survey indicated that the diversity
of organisms upstream and downstream of the facility are essentially the same.
Also, the five taxa which dominated the upstream and downstream sites are
similar. However, there were significantly higher densities upstream than
downstream. The overall conclusion of the aquatic survey is that the upstream
site can support a higher density of organisms similar in composition to the
downstream site. The reduced densities at the downstream site may be due to
the habitat differences, contaminant differences in the sediments, or a
combination of the two. The upstream habitat was more complex with algal mats,
detritus, and soft mud available to bottom organisms for food and shelter.
However, the downstream habitat consisted largely of bare rock with the absence
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of a thick layer of detritus. In addition, of the 55 semi-volatile organic
contaminants tested for in the sediments at both sites, 16 were detected
downstream; none were detected upstream.

Significance of Findings. In determining the significance of contaminants
found at Mason's Run, chemical concentrations were compared with the current
and proposed federal primary maximum contaminant 1levels (MCLs), where
established for parameters in groundwater. As contaminants are not federally
regulated in soils, guidelines from the 1literature will be used for
comparisons. The primary source used for this comparison is the state of
California Designated Levels, which were discussed under the analysis of
Combined Site 4/8 contaminants. Where California Designated Levels were not
provided for a particular analyte, other literature sources were consulted as
guidelines.

No federal standard exists for the presence of oil and grease in soils.
However, the free petroleum products which tend to stress the environment most
are gasoline and diesel fuels (C4 to Cl12 and C10 to €23 hydrocarbons,
respectively), while the fuel components of major concern being benzene,
toluene, xylene, and ethylbenzene (BTX&E). The hydrocarbons (semi-quantified
SW 8270 compounds) detected in the Stage 2 sediment samples collected from
Mason's Run tended to be heavier than those in gasoline and diesel and no BTX&E
were detected, suggesting that the above risks would not be present. The
highest concentration of o0il and grease (2.3 mg/L during Stage 1) detected in
surface water collected from Mason's Run did not exceed the state of Ohio
wastewater discharge limit of 10 mg/L for these compounds. Ohio also has
adopted a marginally enforceable water quality standard which states that
surface water must be "free from floating debris, 0il, scum and other floating
materials entering waters as a result of human activity in amounts sufficient
to be unsightly or cause degradation."

The California Designated Level for PAH compounds in soils is 0.0028
mg/kg. A1l PAH concentrations detected in the during Stage 2 sediment samples
collected immediately upstream from the concrete weir and about 100 feet
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downstream from the weir exceed this level, with values ranging from 2.7 to 970
mg/kg and 0.8 to 20 mg/kg, respectively. In addition, the tentative Nether-
lands soil criteria 1ist the concentration of 20 mg/kg (dry weight) total PAHs
as the delimiting value for soil quality having potential for harmful effects
on human health or the environment and requiring further investigation
(Fitchko, 1989). Total PAHs for these contaminated sediment samples were over
7,000 mg/kg and over 100 mg/kg, respectively.

None of the other organic compounds detected at Site 5 exceeded their
primary MCLs.

It was found that none of the regulated metals detected in either the
groundwater or surface water samples collected at Mason's Run exceeded their
primary MCL nor their high normal background level, except for lead. Also,
none of the regulated metals detected in soil samples exceeded the California
designated levels. However, the sediment samples collected from along Mason's
Run during Stage 2 do contain very high concentrations of metals, when compared
to U.S. EPA guidelines developed by Region V for the evaluation of Great Lakes
harbor sediments (USEPA, 1977).

The primary zone of contamination is the sediment along the lower reaches
of Mason's Run, both upstream and downstream from the concrete weir. The
secondary zone of contamination is the groundwater found in the same vicinity
as the contaminated sediments. The sediment samples of concern were collected
just upstream and about 100 feet downstream of the o0il skimmer system/concrete
weir. Both of these samples showed the presence of PAHs. As PAHs are found
in petroleum products, the likely source of these contaminants is the oil from
past spills trapped in or leaking from the skimmer system. Although the volume
of sediments contaminated with PAHs is quite small (<1 cubic yard) and concen-
trations of these compounds are not regulated by either the federal or state
agencies, a baseline risk assessment was prepared of PAHs due to the high
concentrations and toxicity of the compounds found.
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Baseline Risk Assessment. The PAHs are derived from the distillation of
coal tar and are found in the heavier petroleum and coal tar products, such as
oil and asphalt (Sax and Lewis, 1987; R. Miller, pers. com., 1989). A
discussion of the physical, chemical, and fate data, as well as the toxicity
data, for benzo(a)pyrene was provided in the baseline risk assessment section
for Combined Site 4/8. O0f the 12 PAH compounds found at Mason's Run, five have
sufficient research evidence accumulated on them to be classified as carcino-
genic in animals (Clement Associates, 1985). In a study of benthic organisms
in Puget Sound, it was found that PAH concentrations ranging from 0.5 to 8.0
mg/kg (dry weight) in sediments had a statistically significant effect on the
biota. Concentrations above these values resulted in mortality and benthic
infaunal population decreases (Fitchko, 1989).

The presence of higher PAH concentrations in the sediment upstream of the
weir as compared to the sample collected downstream indicates that, although
the weir is impeding sediment transport, some of the contaminant-laden
sediments are migrating downstream. Sediment transport from behind the weir
would be via the surface water in Mason's Run. Although these compounds were
not detected in the surface water, their presence in the sediment sample
collected 100 feet downstream from the weir suggest that they are transported
during times of heavy precipitation or other activities in the vicinity of the
weir which would disturb the dammed sediments.

Although the actual sources of PAHs in the sediment at Mason's Run are
unknown, it is likely that they are the oil and other petroleum products from
the numerous spills which the run has received over the years. The PAH-
contaminated sediments were found just behind the oil skimmer; therefore, the
oil could actually be coming from the skimmer itself, either because of leaks
or because some of the petroleum product could have spilled during skimmer
drainage.

The transport medium for PAHs at Mason's Run is via sediment migration in
surface waters. PAHs are adsorbed to suspended particulate matter, especially
those high in organic content. The available information suggests that these
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compounds can accumulate in the sediment and biotic portions of the aquatic
environment, and that physical movement of the sediments or uptake in the food
chain are probably the dominant aquatic transport processes. PAHs could reach
groundwater by leaching from the polluted sediment; however, these chemicals
are only slightly soluble in water (1.20 x 1073 mg/L) and no evidence of these
contaminants was found in the wells monitoring this site. In surface waters
any dissolved PAHs would probably undergo rapid and direct photolysis.
Oxidation of these chemicals by chlorine and ozone is possible if sufficient
quantities of these catalysts are present. No PAHs were found in the surface
water of Mason's Run.

The chemicals can be biocaccumulated but are found to metabolize quickly
and then be eliminated. Bioaccumulation and biodegradation are probably the
ultimate fate processes for PAHs (Clement Associates, 1985.)

The primary routes of exposure would be dermal contact with the sediments
or ingestion of fish. No fish were seen during the ecology study, although a
school of small fish was noted during the Pre-survey of Phase II. This would
indicate that the receptors are those users downstream, the most immediate
being the community of Whitehall. However, due to the very small amount of
contaminant-laden sediments (<1 cubic yards), the 1ikelihood that enough of the
compounds would come into contact with human receptors is negligible.
Additional receptors via the dermal contact route would be those personnel who
maintain the oil separator system.

The concentrations of PAHs immediately upstream from the oil/water
separator varied between 50 to 970 mg/kg, which are relatively high values when
compared to the acceptable short-term dose allowance of 0.05 mg/day (AGWSE,
1989). Also, these concentrations are much higher than those given in the
Puget Sound study of benthic organisms. The benthic study on Mason's Run did
indicate a significant reduction in density (numbers of individuals within a
population) from the upstream site. This, however, could also be attributed
to the substrate (creek bottom) which is not conducive to benthic colonization.
Because the area of contaminated sediments is so limited, it is doubtful that
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these PAHs would have an adverse impact on either human health or the
environment outside of the immediate area. However, due to the carcinogenic
nature of many of the PAHs, there is some risk at the site. Even this risk
can easily be alleviated with the removal of only <1 cubic yard of sediment
(see Recommendations), a very minor remedial action that does not warrant a
Technical Document Supporting a Remedial Action Alternative (TDSRAA), and can
be alleviated through better maintenance of the oil/water separator system.
In fact, it recently was reported that sediments under the o0il skimmer are now
regularly removed by the Plant operator (Carl Stoltz, writ. com., 1990).

Discussion of Results for Turkey Run (Site 10)

Approximately 375 feet of Turkey Run traverses the western edge of AF
Plant 85; of this, roughly 60 feet are contained in a steep-sided open concrete
culvert (Figure ES-2). After passage through the Port Columbus International

Airport, Turkey Run joins Mason's Run approximately 2 miles south of the AF

Plant 85. Turkey Run is an intermittent stream which recharges the groundwater
in the fall, following a rainfall event, and discharges groundwater in the
spring.

During Stage 2, two surface water samples and two sediment samples were
collected and submitted for chemical analyses. The maximum concentrations of
contaminants found at this site are found in Table ES-2. Methylene chloride
was the only organic compound detected in samples collected from Turkey Run.
It was found in both sediment samples at a concentration of 1.0 mg/kg. No
federal or state MCLs have been established for this chemical.

Significance of Findings. A number of metals were detected in both the
surface water and sediment samples collected at this site. Because of the
large number of metals and the fact that they are naturally occurring, only
those with current or proposed primary MCLs in groundwater were evaluated and
compared to background levels from the AF Plant 85 perimeter wells. Exceptions
to this are the metals found in sediment samples, which were also compared to
U.S. EPA guidelines developed by Region V for the evaluation of Great Lakes
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harbor sediments (USEPA, 1977). It was found that none of the regulated metals
detected in the surface water samples collected at Turkey Run exceeded their
primary MCL or their high normal background level. The sediment samples
collected from along Turkey Run during Stage 2 do contain very high
concentrations of metals (iron, manganese, nickel, barium, zinc, and copper)
when compared to U.S. EPA guidelines developed by Region V for the evaluation
of Great Lakes harbor sediments (USEPA, 1977).

Several factors have been considered in determining that there is no
évidence of a threat to human health or the environment at Site 10, Turkey Run.
First of all, the metals are apparently bound up in the sediments since
concentrations of the same constituents in the surface water are low and do
not exceed any MCLs; and, this surface water is not used as a source of
drinking water. Access to the facility is restricted, which eliminates the
possibility of incidental dermal contact with and ingestion of sediments by
small children. Therefore, the possible threat to human health is not present.

Perhaps the benthic community might be impacted by the presence of these
high metals concentrations. However, according to the Ohio Division of Natural
Areas and Preserves, the only endangered or threatened species or critical
habitats within 5 miles of the facility are located upstream, to the northeast
of Plant 85. Therefore, there is no risk of exposure to these environmentally
sensitive areas from Plant activities around Turkey Run. Further, Turkey Run
flows through a very industrialized setting and a healthy natural stream
environment could not be achieved unless more than the Plant's 375-foot segment
of this low-flowing stream were involved in cleanup activities. Finally, it
should be recalled that no specific regulatory standards exist for metal
concentrations in sediments.

Discussion of Results for Perimeter Monitoring Wells

Plant-wide monitoring was initiated at the beginning of the Stage 2
investigation to provide water quality data on groundwater influenced by Plant
activities. This involved establishing upgradient monitoring wells to provide
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data on groundwater entering the Plant area and at downgradient wells to measure
the quality of the water leaving the Plant. These wells were established in
both water-bearing zones: the till and the outwash. The Plant-wide wells are
located along the perimeter of the facility (Figure ES-2). In addition, one
well installed during the Stage 1 investigations at Site 2 has been included
with the Plant-wide monitoring system.

During the installation of the eight monitor wells, soil samples were
collected and analyzed for grain size distribution, moisture content, and
permeability. This information, along with lithologic logs, has provided a
better understanding of the geology at the facility.

In seven wells, soil samples taken from between 4 to 6 feet bgs are

composed primarily of silt and clay-sized particles with an average percent'
moisture of 21.7 and the permeability ranging from 1.12 x 1078 to 2.5 x 1078 -

cm/sec (averaging 1.57 x 10-8 cm/sec). This indicates a uniformity in the
uppermost zone of the till, as well as the impermeability of the Wisconsin
till.

Analysis of three samples taken from the interval of 13 to 15 feet bgs
suggest this sampling interval may correspond to the semi-confining bed found
across AF Plant 85. The average grain size distribution indicated 50% was
retained on the No. 200 sized sieve. The percent moisture averaged 13.6. The
confining Tlayer probably acts as a 1leaky confining bed, allowing some
communication between the water-bearing zones of the till and the outwash.

The information gathered from the above analyses and examination of the
lithologic logs indicates that the Plant site is underlain with impermeable
till material, ranging from 10 to 35 feet thick. This Late Stage Wisconsin
till is comprised of mostly silty clay with some outwash features associated.
In some boreholes (such as 9MW3) this till grades into the relatively well-
sorted sand and gravel outwash of the Early Wisconsin Stage. Where found in
the deeper boreholes (9MW4), this outwash is underlain by a thin layer of clay-
rich till. In well 9MW7, located in the southwest corner, the outwash appears
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to be interbedded with till-like zones. No outwash was encountered in well
gMW5, the easternmost well.

Bedrock was encountered in one well at 14 feet bgs and in two wells, at
40 feet bgs. The Wisconsin till and I1linoian outwash were also encountered.
Bedrock was not encountered in any of the western Plant-wide wells. It is
expected that the bedrock in the western portion of the Plant lies approxi-
mately 200 feet bgs where the preglacial Groveport River drainage is present.

The potentiometric surfaces of the Wisconsin till and that of the
IT11inoian outwash indicate a general flow to the southwest. The potentiometric
surfaces for both the till and the outwash show a small high or mound in .the
vicinity of the James Road Hazardous Waste Pad. Water level data taken from
these wells in December 1988 indicate the outwash is under artesian pressure;
that is, the water levels rose above the level at which the water-bearing zone
was encountered. Slug tests performed in these wells indicate hydraulic
conductivities of between 1.3 x 1072 to 8.8 x 1073 cm/sec (Papadopolus and
others method) and 1.2 x 10~2 to 4.6 x 10-2 cm/sec (Hvorslev method). These
figures indicate the material is a silty to clean sand (Freeze and Cherry,
1979), which corresponds to the lithologic descriptions.

One groundwater sample was collected from each of the eight wells in the
system. Soil samples collected from this site were not analyzed for chemical
parameters. The maximum concentrations of contaminants found at this site are
shown 1in Table ES-2. Toluene was the only organic compound found in
groundwater sampled from the perimeter wells. It was detected in one well at
a concentration of 0.7 pg/L. This value was not confirmed in the second column
analysis; therefore, further discussion of this parameter is not warranted.

Significance of Findings. Analyte concentrations found in groundwater
samples from the perimeter wells were used to compute background levels for
comparison with inorganic concentrations at the various sites around the Plant.
Mean chemical concentrations were obtained by adding the concentration values
from each background sample and dividing the total by the number of samples.
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Since these calculations are for naturally occurring metals, their presence in
groundwater is expected; therefore, values for analytes with concentrations
below the detection level were computed into the mean at the detection level,
rather than zero. In order to more accurately compare chemical concentrations
for the various sites with estimated background levels, ranges for acceptable
concentrations were established by adding two standard deviations to the mean
of each parameter (see Table 4-14). The value at the top end of the range is
referred to as the high normal background level (HNBL).

TDS were recorded in all of the perimeter wells, with values ranging from

530 to 710 mg/L, all of which exceeded the non-enforceable Secondary MCL of 500
mg/L. A number of metals were detected in the groundwater samples collected

from the perimeter wells. Because of the large number of metals and the fact

that they are naturally occurring, only those with current or proposed primary

MCLs in groundwater were evaluated. Aluminum, arsenic, barium, chromium,

copper, fluoride, mercury, and selenium concentrations in groundwater samples

collected at this site did not exceeded their respective primary MCLs or HNBLs;

this medium was not analyzed for the other regulated inorganics (cyanide and
nitrate). The proposed primary MCL for cadmium (0.005 mg/L) was exceeded in
two of the perimeter wells and the lead concentration in one well (0.012 mg/L)
exceeded the proposed primary MCL of 0.005 mg/L. The current MCLs for both
cadmium and lead, however, were not exceeded. The copper concentration in one
groundwater sample (0.21 mg/L) exceeded its HNBL of 0.17 mg/L, but not its
proposed primary MCL of 1.3 mg/L.

A comparison of the locations of one of the wells containing cadmium and
the one containing lead with the map of the potentiometric surface of the
shallow wells installed at AF Plant 85 suggests that the these wells monitor
off-Plant activities. Therefore, the elevated cadmium and lead values in these
wells are not likely to be attributable to Plant activities. The only elevated
cadmium value which could be attributed to Plant activities was found in well
9MW6; however, this cadmium value in equal to the present primary MCL (0.01
mg/L); and because this well 1is screened in the till, it is unlikely that
significant migration of this contaminant will occur. The hydraulic
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conductivity in the till is estimated to be between 107% and 10-8 cm/sec.
According to the EPA Hazardous Ranking System, the hydraulic conductivity range
for various materials i; >10'3 to <10'7 cm/sec, which indicates that the till
is very low in permeability. Also, the till is not used as a drinking water
supply, primarily due to the low yield of this water-bearing formation.

The absence of significant contamination in the Plant-wide perimeter wells
negates further discussion of contaminant migration or of health and
environmental threats.

PRIORITIZATION OF SITES FOR REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES

Sites studied during the RI/FS Stage 2 investigation were ranked in order
of the severity of contamination as listed below. The ranking system was
developed using a variety of information. Indicator chemicals were selected
for each site based on both the health hazard of the contaminant and its extent
at the site. Each indicator chemical was examined by sample media, noting the
number of times the parameter was analyzed, the number of detections of that
analyte, the percent of detections, the percent of detections exceeding a
standard or criterion, and a multiplier indicating how many- times the maximum
concentration of the contaminant exceeded the standard or criterion. Then,
each contaminant was given a Source Hazard score using a method adapted from
the Air Force Defense Priority Model. Also used in ranking the sites were
observations made at each site, such as the apparent potential for contaminant
migration.

The sites were ranked as follows:

1. PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

2. Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) and James
Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8)

Mason's Run (Site 5)
Turkey Run (Site 10)
Perimeter Wells.
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FEASIBILITY STUDY

O0f the six sites investigated at AF Plant 85, only one was chosen for
remedial action planning based on its potential threat to human health and the
environment. This was Site 3, the PCB Spill Site, where concentrations of PCBs
that pose a risk to human health and environment were found. A Feasibility
Study was performed for this site to determine the appropriate remedial actions
for cleanup of the PCB-contaminated soil.

The purpose of the three-phase Feasibility Study (FS) process was to
develop remedial action alternatives which could achieve acceptable levels of
cleanup for specific sites. This phased process began with the identifica-
tion of preliminary alternative remedial action (FS-I); proceeded with the
initial screening of alternatives (FS-II); and concluded with a detailed
analysis and final screening of the alternatives (FS-III).

The primary purpose of the FS-I was to develop remedial alternatives that
would protect human health and the environment. This involved developing
remedial action objectives and general response actions for the specific site
conditions. Then, applicable technologies and technology process options were
identified and evaluated. Based on their evaluation, representative technology
process options were chosen and then assembled into alternatives that repre-
sented a range of treatment options. The alternatives assembled for the PCB
Spill Site were: 1) No Action, 2) Perimeter Fencing, 3) Multi-Media Soil Cap,
4) In-Situ Solidification/Chemical Fixation, 5) Excavation/KPEG Chemical
Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration, 6) Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incinera-
tion/Backfilling, and 7) Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling.

The No Action alternative was retained through all three phases of the FS

process to be used as a baseline against which the other alternatives could be
compared.

The second phase of the FS process involved the screening of the alter-
natives listed above which were developed in FS-I. The purpose of FS-II was
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to narrow the list of potential alternatives that would be evaluated in detail
during the third and final phase of the FS. Three distinct steps were
conducted in the alternative screening process. First, the alternatives were
evaluated to determine their effectiveness for protecting public health and the
environment. Second, the alternatives were evaluated to determine their
feasibility. Finally, the alternatives were costed to an accuracy within +100%

to -50%.

From the information gathered during the alternative screening process,
the Multi-Media Soil Cap and the In-Situ Solidification/Chemical Fixation
alternatives were both screened out. Both alternatives have implementation
problems because of site conditions. The physical requirements for finishing
the edge of the cap could not be met with the electrical substation bordering
the area and both the cap and the in-situ solidification alternative would make
it 1impossible to access the conduits running through the site without
destroying the integrity of the alternatives. The remaining five alterna-
tives were carried into FS-III, the detailed analysis.

The third and final phase of the FS process for the PCB Spill Site was
the detailed analysis of alternatives. This included a technical analysis,
environmental analysis, public health analysis, institutional analysis, and a
cost analysis for each of the alternatives. The alternatives were then com-
pared for present worth costs, health information, environmental effects,
technical aspects, how well the alternatives meet technical requirements and
environmental regulations, and community effects. The results of the detail-
ed analysis can be seen in Table ES-3, which compares all of the alternatives.

RECOMMENDATIONS

This section presents the recommendations and the rationale for placing
each of the six AF Plant 85 sites into one of the three categories developed
by the Air Force. These categories are defined as follows:



CRITERIA

NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

TABLE ES-3

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES

PERIMEVER FENCING ALTERNATIVE

EXCAVALIDN/XPEG CIEMICAL TREATMENT/
BACKF ILLING/ INCINERATION ALTERMATIVE

EXCAVATION/ROTARY XILN INCINERATION/
BACKFILLIKG ALTERMATLYE
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EXCAYAT1ON/LANOF ILLING/BACKF ILLING
ALTERNATIVE

cost

Capital Cost
Annust 00N Cost
Present Borth Cost

HEALTH {MFORMAT[OK

Exposure Pathways
Addressed

Short-Tera Effects

Tiae Until Protection 18
Achieved

Long-Ters Effects

ENYIRDNMMENIAL EFFECIS

Beneficial Effecta

Advarse Effucts

TECHNICAL ASPECTS

Perforaance

ARAR Cospliance
- Chesical Specific

- Location Specafic
- Action Specific
Spec:al Sits or Vaste

CondiLions

Operation, Maintenance and
Monitoring Requiresants

0ff-Site Facilities

Resuit of Alternative

Saftey Requiresents

COMANITY EFFECTS

Coamunity Protection

Does not address contasinalion
in any ),

Sits conditions unchanged.

Mot Applicable

Area of contamination w11l sioely

concentrations w1l
a All exposure

pathways and risks ressin.

Hone

Contaminants w1l continve to
slowly sigrats and increase ths
voluae ef contaninated so1l

KA

Does not seat the 40CFR781, PCB-spsil
cleanup policy requiring clesnup Lo

25 sg/kp

Thers zre no location-specific ARARs

Tould rot meat any ARARs since there
15 no attion,

None
None
None

Current site conditions reasin  The
sobriity, tonicity, and volyme of
contamitants ressin unchanged  All
risks resain

NA

Risk to comsunity 13 nebl increased by
alternative but all present resks to
coasunity still exist.

31,000
31,000

Slightly reduces risk froe direct contact/ingestion
by lLisiting sccess to the site

Alerts potentistly esposed population to site probless

Fence installed i1n less than 3 week to reduce a3ccass to
site

Area of contamination will siowly increase vhile
concentrations will slovly decrease  All esposure
pathways and risks ressin

None

Contaminants wmill continue to slosly migrate and
increase the voluse of contasinated soil

Effective i1n {1n1ting access to the contasinated ares
Effective in slarting Lthe potentizlly ecposed
population to the P(B probles

Does not weet the «8(FRI81, PCB-spill cleanup policy
requiring cleanup to 25 ag/kg

There 3re no location-specific ARARs

There are no ARARs for constructing s fence

None

Kone

None

The sobility, toxicity, and volume are unchanged

Access 13 limited to the site  All risks resain

Dust masks or respirators required by sorkers during
fance 1nstailation

Risk Lo comsunity s not incressed by slternative
Present risk at site 13 only shightly reduced

Provides a2 yignificant reduction in risk from the
direct contact/ingestion and inhalation exposure
patheays

Stight incresse in dust and handling of contaminated
soris during excavation and trastaant  Thus, health
rish 13 slightly increased for a short tine

The excavation and trestaent could be ccapleted in
less than s santh

The contasenant levels are reduced to 1/28th of those
under the no-action alternative,thus significantly
reduting the heallh rish posed by the PCBs  Only 2
«light but acceptable risk resains at the site

Resoves PCBs fron the environsent and permanently
destroys thes

Excavation of PCB-contasinated 301l uay temporarily
release PCBs into the atsosphere There i3 the
posstbility of » spiil from the on-sile treatsant
process

Elfeztive in resoving P(Bs from site Effective 1n
destroging CBs  lraatability study required

111) weet the 48CFRIE1, PCB-spell cleanup policy
requiring cleanup to 25 agfkg )

There sre a0 location-specific ARARs

Would seet requiresents for excavation, trestsent,
and incineration

Excasation will be cosplicated by presence of
underground conduits running through the sits

Tha {(Q process will require Ltha use al spacial
equipsent, and trained operators

The vaste from Lhe chemical Lrastaent ts incinerated
the 1asts 13 handied by the process contraciors

Sorl sith PCB concentrations ab or above 25 sg/kg 13
resoved and Lreated  The wobility, toxreity, wnd
volu.e of contaminants are signilicantly reduced
A slight but acceptable risk remarns st Lhe site

Protective clothing and resprrators will be required
for rorkers Lo prevent direct contact with and
inhalation of contaminants Safe operating
practices will be folloved for the KPEG process

Risk Lo Lhe comsunity 13 slightly increased during
the riternative 1mplesentation Overall, risks are
significantiy reduced Lo an scceptable level

$292,188
1)
1292,108

Provides s signeficant reduction 1n risk froe the
direct contact/ingestion and inhalation erposure
pathesys

Siight increase in dust and handling of contasinated
sotls during excavation and trastaent  Thus, health
risk 13 slightly increased for a short Line

The excavation snd Lreataent could be coapleted
within a2 week

The contaminant levels sre reduced to 1/28th of those
under the no-actien alternative,thus significantly
reducing Lhe health risk posed by Lthe PCBs  Only a
stight but acceptable risk remains at the site

Reaoves PCBs froa Lhe environaent and permanently
destroys thes

Excavation of PCB-contaminated sol may Leaparartly
releass PCBs into Lhe atsosphers

Effeclive tn removing PCBy from site Effective in
destraying £CBs

Uil weet the 48CFRIB1, PCB-spiil cleanup policy
requiring cleanup to 25 agfkg .

There are no location-specific ARARs

Vould mest requirements for excavation, incineration,
and transportatien of hazsrdous vaste

Evcavation will be coaplicated by presence of
underground conduils running through the site

No special operation, mainlenence, or sonitoring
required

ENSCO rotary kiln incinerator, Eldorsdo, Arkansas

Soil with PCB concentrations at or above 25 wa/hg
13 resoved and treated The mobifity, tomicity, and
voluse of contaminants are significantly reduced
A slight but acceptable risk remains at the site

Protective clothing and respirators will be required
for workers to prevent direct contact with and
inhalation of contasinants  All requlations for
transporting hazardous waste will be folloved

Risk Lo the cossunity (s slightly (ncreased during
the alternative iapiementation Overail, risks are
significantly reduced to an scceptable level

131,200
1
131,200

Provdes 2 significant reduction in risk st the site
fron®m derect contaclt/ingestion and tahaiation
expawwe pathways

Stk increase 1n dust and handling of contaninated
sorisduring excavation, vhich will slightly incraase
hesl' risks

The mcavation and landlilling can be complated
witain s week

The mmtasinant levels are reduced to 1/28th of those
currmldly at the site, thus significantly reducing
the Wmith risks ot the s1te  Overali there 13 only
3 seimate risk reduction There will be risks
presok at the landiil|

Rescws PCBs from Lhe site.

Excaadion say tesporarily release PCBs 1nto the
atsonpare No reduction in toxicity or amabilily.
Riskswre transferred Lo the landfeil

Effrxe in resoving P(Bs froe sste Effective in
reduclig sobility of PCBs

Gillamt the 48CFR76]1, PCB-spiil cleanup policy
requmng cleanup to 25 ag/kg at the srte

Theresre no location-specific ARARs
Youldamet requiresents for sxcavation and landfiiling
Excombion w1 il be cosplicated by presence of

undengound conduits running through the site

Ho semai operation, saintenence, or menitoring
re

Chesssd Faste Wanagenent Landifiill, Eselle, Alabasa

Soil wdh PCB concentrations at or above 25 eg/kg 13
resowd fros the site and landfriled Onlty mobility
of theeontasinants 1s reduced by tandfilling A
shigldbut acceptable risk wiil re at the site
An ot risk wili be created at the landf I}

Protuave clothing and respirators will be requered
for wabars Lo prevent dirsct contact with and
inhalidon of contaminants

Risksge the community sre siightly increased during
Lhe spdesentation of the alternstive COrerall, the
riskempe significantly reduced at the site but will
be 1owased at the landf el
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1. Category 1: Sites and/or operable units where no further
IRP action (including remedial action) 1is required.
Existing data for these sites are considered sufficient to
determine no significant impact on human health or the
environment.

2. Category 2: Sites and/or operable units requiring
additional IRP effort to 1) determine the MTV of detected
contaminants, 2) evaluate human health and environmental
risks associated with each contaminant, and 3) conduct the
detailed evaluation of remedial alternatives.

3. Category 3: Sites and/or operable units where the
Feasibility Study process has been completed (i.e.,
selection of remedial alternative).

Recommendations were developed based on information gathered during IRP
Phase 1; Phase 2, Stage 1; and RI/FS, Stage 2 investigations of the six Plant
85 sites. The PCB Spill Site was the only site to be placed into Category 3
and will be discussed first. The Fire Department Training Area has been
designated as a Category 2 site and will be discussed second. The remaining
sites (Mason's Run, James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Area, Turkey Run, and

the Perimeter Wells) have all been classified as Category 1.

Recommendations and Rationale for Category 3 Site: PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

Investigation of Site 3 revealed PCB concentrations in the soil as high
as 700 mg/kg. The complete extent of contamination is still unknown but it is
estimated that approximately 60 cubic yards of soil are contaminated. This
site was characterized as a Category 3 site and a Feasibility Study was
conducted. A summary and comparison of the results from the detailed analysis
can be seen in Table ES-3. The recommendations based upon this study are
discussed below.

From the information obtained during the Feasibility Study, two possible
alternatives emerged for the recommended action at Site 3: the Excavation/
KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alternative, which represents
the current legislative preference in SARA for treatment and destruction of
contaminants, and the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling Alterpative, which
represents the more traditional alternative under CERCLA for the conditions at
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this site. Both of these alternatives would have similar beneficial on-site
results. '

The Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alterna-
tive and the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative both would produce
the desired results at the site. They would meet the ARARs, are technically
implementable, and are proven effective at the scale of this IRP site. The
advantage of the chemical treatment alternative is that it would destroy the
majority of the PCBs. The advantage of the landfilling alternative is its low
cost ($31,200 as compared to $204,700 for chemical treatment) and simplicity.

Based on the above information, the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling
Alternative is recommended as the remedial action for Site 3. Despite the fact
that use of this alternative would not destroy the PCBs, it would reduce the
PCB contamination at the site at considerably less cost. SAIC cannot justify
recommending chemical treatment at this time, as it is not the most cost-
effective alternative. Perhaps if the costs of this chemical treatment
alternative have been reduced by the time the remediation plan is being
developed, this alternative could be reconsidered.

Recommendations Rationale for Category 2 Site: Fire Department Training Area

(Site &)

Although a variety of organic compounds were detected in soil and
groundwater samples collected from Site 4, none of the concentrations exceeded
ny regulatory standards.

TCE and some of its breakdown products were found in soil samples in
relatively 1low concentrations, none exceeding established standards or
guidelines. The one exception to this is the 189 mg/kg concentration of TCE
found in soil sample S0403 at a depth between 7.5 and 9.0 feet. Although
confirmed in second-column analysis, this Stage 1 value may be suspect due to
the low concentration found in its duplicate (1.3 mg/kg, unconfirmed).
However, assuming that this high value was valid, the health risk from this
compound was examined. TCE has a high water solubility, yet it was not

-’ - -l - -, - - - -

- -v

-
.

|



o Sy ) B -| l‘——fm_

L .y Ly EEa ey
e - B - . - -

T3 < N ¥
! -; ’ o

o . T [ ) = s - ~ —— e o3 —;
- ) - . - 3 -4“. - ' - i -‘ B ‘
- e ' ’ v f L - v

ES-41

detected in_the ound r samples collected from the downgradient well

monitoring the area of the borehole in which it was found. This is probably
due to the very low permeability of the soils in this area. Although TCE is
highly volatile, the depth at which this compound was detected indicates that
the only risk to health from TCE would occur during excavation at this site.

An argument for no further action could be made for this site unless the
property were to be sold. Because of the depth at which the high TCE value
was detected, excavation of this soil for a building foundation could
volatilize the TCE, allowing it to enter the atmospheric pathway. If no
further action were to be taken to investigate the TCE, the Air Force would
likely be required to include a deed disclosure, describing the possibility of
TCE on the site, in any agreement they might make to sell the property. To
avoid the possibility of future liability at this site, the Air Force would
benefit from determining further if the TCE is actually present at this site
and to what extent.

Recommendations for a Stage 3 investigation include another soil-gas
survey, drilling an additional borehole, and collecting more soil samples to
identify any soil volume with high TCE values:. To avoid duplicating the

problems encountered during Stage 1, a Stage 3 soil-gas survey would need to
be conducted using more sensitive instrumentation and during a drier season,

such as late summer or early fall. The number of boreholes to be drilied and
samples to b auld depend on the results of the soil-gas survey. The

area of investigation should be focused in the fire training pit around the
collection station for soil sample S0403.

Recommendations Rationale for Category 1 Sites

The following discussions provide the rationale for recommending placement
of the remaining sites into Category 1. A Technical Document Supporting No
Further Action (TDSNFA) has been prepared for each of three sites; the
perimeter wells should not require a TDSNFA as they are not associated with an
actual site of waste disposal.
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Mason's Run (Site 5). The presence of high concentrations of PAHs, oil
and grease, and metals in the sediments in the vicinity of the oil/water
separator system and concrete weir indicate that a very small, localized health
risk does exist. These contaminants are associated with this system and should
be cleaned up as part of the regular maintenance program for the system. The
small amount of contaminated sediment, particularly upstream from the concrete
weir, should be barrelled and properly disposed of as petroleum hydrocarbon
products. Because this situation is seen as a maintenance problem, it was

determined that the expense of preparing a full-scale Feasibility Study was not
warranted.

James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8). Although a variety of
organic compounds were detected in soil and groundwater samples collected from
Site 8, none of the concentrations exceeded any regulatory standards.

There does not appear to be a threat to human health or the environment
from the presence of PAHs in the one soil sample collected from what is thought
to be an old roadbed at JRHWP. These contaminants are of limited areal extent
and total PAH concentration did not exceed the tentative Netherlands guidelines
which would warrant further investigation of these compounds in soils. Also,
they were not detected in groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells
at Combined Site 4/8. Since these contaminants are not very soluble in water,
and they are highly adsorbent to soil, the likelihood of them entering the
groundwater is very low, especially considering the low yield of the water-
bearing formation. Finally, the depth at which the PAHs were found is such
that the only risk to health would occur if they were excavated. However, even
if excavated, there is inadequate evidence that the PAHs found at this site
would be carcinogenic in humans or would damage the environment.

Freon 113 was the only contaminant of concern detected in the ground-
water; and, it was not detected in any of the soil samples. Although the
concentration did exceed the action level established by the state of
California, it was detected in a transitional water-bearing zone. This zone
is not used as a water supply, nor is it expected to be, due to its Tow yield.
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In addition, this compound is noncarcinogenic with an acceptable oral route
intake in chronic situations of 3.0 mg/kg/day, which would allow an average
person to ingest 2,100 mg/day. Therefore, there does not appear to be any
threat to human health or the environment as a result of past activities at
this site.

Turkey Run (Site 10). Despite the high metals concentrations in sediments
collected from Turkey Run, it was determined that this site did not pose an
apparent threat to human health and the environment. The rationale for this
decision is as follows:

1. The metals are apparently bound up in the sediments since
concentrations of the same constituents in the surface
water are low and do not exceed any primary MCLs, even the
more stringent, proposed ones.

2. Although surface waters are the primary source of municipal
water supplies in Franklin County, no known supplies are
present within 3 miles downstream of the Plant. Although
a present threat to human health is not of concern via this
pathway, the future use of the larger downstream creeks as
a water supply is unknown. .

3. Access to the facility is restricted, which eliminates
incidental dermal contact with and ingestion of these
metals by children and inhalation is highly improbable;
therefore, these exposure pathways are not present.

4., According to the Ohio Division of Natural Areas and
Preserves, the only endangered or threatened species or
critical habitats within 5 miles of the facility are
located upstream, to the northeast of Plant 85; therefore,
there is no risk to these environmentally sensitive areas
from Plant activities around Turkey Run. Further, Turkey
Run flows through a very industrialized setting and a
healthy natural stream environment could not be achieved
unless more than the Plant's 375-foot segment of this Tow-
flowing stream were involved in cleanup activities.

5. With the possible exception of =zinc, there is no
significant increase in the concentrations of the metals
(used for comparison with guidelines) due to Plant
activities. Barium ang copper increased in concentra-
tions only slightly.

6. No specific federal or state regulatory standards exist
for metals 1in sediments and the criteria used for
comparisons are guidelines only.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Environmental Remediation Division of Science Applications Interna-
tional Corporation (SAIC) has prepared the following Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study (RI/FS) in conjunction with the U.S. Air Force (USAF)
Installation Restoration Program (IRP) of environmental study and remedia-
tion. This RI/FS report summarizes the results of research on the Air Force
(AF) Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio (Figure 1-1) under the IRP, incorporating other
appropriate research. The overall intent of this study is to evaluate the
existing data to define appropriate remedial actions at the facility.

1.1 U.S. AIR FORCE INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAM

The U.S. Air Force Installation Restoration Program is designed to
identify, confirm/quantify, and remediate problems caused by past management
of hazardous wastes at Air Force facilities. It is the basis for assessment
and response actions on USAF installations, under the provisions of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
(CERCLA) .

1.1.1 Program Origins

In 1981, Executive Order 12316 directed the military branches to design
their own program of compliance with the National Contingency Plan (NCP)
established by CERCLA. In response to the order, the Department of Defense
(DoD) directed the branches of the Defense Department to identify hazardous
waste disposal sites to which they were co-contributors, and to comply with
environmental regulations at the installation level when implementing cleanup.
DoD developed the basic Installation Restoration Program, from which the Air
Force IRP was modeled. The Defense Environmental Quality Program Policy
Memorandum (DEQPPM) 81-5 of 11 December 1981, implemented by the Headquarters
of the Air Force in January 1982, set forth the basic authority and objectives
for the Air Force program.

The Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA) has
augmented the scope and requirements of CERCLA and has given specific direc-

[ J



. . P - = I _— —— e Py P
| i o H | . + . 5
! b H . 3 % >

1-2

suonesad 13Au3Qg

— — —

—)

L *oLYyQ 'snqun|o) 'G@ ue(d 92404 JLy jo dey uotjedo] ‘[-1 aunbiry
Jjioleds s |
AN :
m._w. 317v2S ’
8'3 e () o —— |
HE I :
O
_m__n _
] \l/\ ‘
L \

| I
T

\‘“L \
\

]

Licking County

Frankiin County

SNENNT102

A31X38

/
L o

P N Tfe<__ S8 LNVJ

H?
J
—_ T

a 30404 Ylv
Q)
. \ pioduny jouoyouseyu)
\ snqunjoy piod
VNNVYHVO §
u e
€. €
> 3
- SIS
“ [~ [
S Z1e
- 5l
N |2

P

]
—- “Ayunon uown

—
_—
/\




R . . . - . . o 1.4 o NN RS . 1 Lo ',J Yo 1
. . . i ' [ . . . o . . Kk 51 B .
- K - ’ -— -.’” - ) - ' - ' -'” -'u - C )

1-3

tives to federal facilities regarding investigation of waste disposal sites.
Under SARA, technologies that provide permanent remediation of a contaminant
are preferable to action which only contains or isolates the contaminant. SARA
also provides for greater interaction with the public and state agencies, and
extends the role of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in evaluation
of the health risks associated with the contamination. Under SARA, early
determination of the Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements (ARARS)
is required, and potential remediation alternatives should be considered at the
initiation of an RI/FS.

To respond to the changes in the NCP brought about by SARA, the IRP was
modified in November 1986 to provide for an RI/FS program to improve continuity
in the site investigation and remedial planning process for Air Force installa-
tions. In July 1987, Executive Order 12580 was signed, delegating responsibil-
ity to conduct site investigations and cleanups at federal facilities to the
secretaries of various agencies. This order defined relationships between
various federal and state agencies, and provided EPA with a role as a
facilitator in dispute resolutions.

1.1.2 Program Objectives

The objectives of the Air Force IRP are to assess past hazardous waste
disposal and spill sites on Air Force installations, and to develop remedial
actions consistent with the NCP for those sites which pose a threat to human
health and welfare, or to the environment. The intent is to conduct the RI
and FS in parallel, in accordance with CERCLA and SARA, instead of in serial
fashion.

In order to meet these overall objectives, specific program objectives
must be met:

1. A reliable database must be developed through good field
practice and rigorous analytical procedures.

2. A Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) program must be
developed and implemented to assure the production of meaningful
and defensible data.
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3. A site Health and Safety Plan must be developed and followed to
protect personnel and to prevent the release of, or exposure to,
any contaminants.

4. A rigorous procedure must be utilized to characterize wastes
and waste sources, to -evaluate potential pathways for
contaminant migration, and to identify human and environmental
targets in order to assess health and environmental risks and
to compare remedial alternatives and select an appropriate
remedy .

5. Data gaps must be identified, and appropriate additional or
supplemental studies must be recommended and executed during
the course of performing the program. This includes addi-
tional field and/or analytical data collection as well as the
evaluation of candidate technologies.

6. The program must be conducted in compliance with appropriate
federal regulations and available guidance.

7. The public and regulatory agencies must be informed regarding
the nature of the contamination, the effects upon the community,
the progress of the program, and the preferred remedial
alternative and its impacts.

1.1.3 Program Organization

Prior to 1988, the basic USAF IRP was a program comprised of four phases:

1. Phase I - Installation Assessment/Records Search. This phase
identified past disposal sites that might pose a hazard to
public health or the environment. It also determined those
sites requiring further action, such as confirming an
environmental hazard (Phase II). If a site required immediate

remedial action, the program could proceed directly to Phase
Iv.

2. Phase II - Confirmation/Quantification. This phase defined and
uantified the extent of contamination, waste characteristics
?when required by the regulatory agency), and sites or locations
where remedial actions were required. Stage 1 of Phase II was
an initial assessment to determine if contamination was present
at a site. Sites found to be contaminated might require further
investigation in subsequent stages of Phase II to assess the
extent and significance of contamination. Sites warranting
immediate remedial action could be transferred to Phase IV.
Research requirements identified during Phase II were included
in the Phase IIl effort of the program.
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3. Phase IIT - Technology-Based Development. This phase developed
new technologies for treating pollutants which have no currently
available, or economically feasible, treatment. This phase
included implementation of research requirements and technology
development. A Phase III requirement could be identified at any
time during the program.

4. Phase IV - Remedial Action. This phase involved the preparation
and implementation of the remedial action plan.

In 1988, the phased approach of the IRP was superseded by an approach more
closely approximating the RI/FS format used by the U.S. EPA. The new IRP
format combines the Phase II, Confirmation/Quantification Study, and the Phase
IVa, Remedial Action Planning, as outlined under the older version of the IRP
to efficiently arrive at appropriate remedial actions in a timely manner.

Potential sites of concern are first identified through a preliminary
assessment, including a literature/records search. In general, a Defense
Priority Model is now being used for ranking Air Force sites, although
previously a Hazard Assessment Ranking Methodology (HARM) score was assigned
to each site identified, based on contaminants generated, stored, and disposed
of, and where such activities were conducted. If a release is suspected, an
initial sampling and analytical program is recommended to identify target
contaminants and confirm their presence. When a preliminary assessment has
been completed, either an RI/FS program is recommended to further evaluate the
site, or a Technical Document to Support No Further Action (TDSNFA) is
prepared.

A remedial investigation is conducted in stages to collect information on
the type and extent of contamination in the environment through field sampling.
The results are evaluated in terms of public health and environmental criteria.
A feasibility study, in which remedial alternatives are identified and
ultimately recommended for selection, is conducted somewhat in parallel with
the remedial investigation so that field data needed to select a remedy are
collected during the field investigation.

The RI/FS is intended systematically to:
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) Identify and prioritize contamination sources with respect to
hazard
o} Determine fﬁe nature and extent of contamination, or conclude

that no significant adverse impact exists

) Determine the pathways and risks of the identified contami-
nation to various human and environmental receptors

) Plan and conduct field activities that will support the
selection and eventual design of appropriate remedial actions

0 Develop appropriate remedial alternatives.

The RI/FS program involves a preliminary sampling and analysis effort
leading to the development of alternatives. If necessary, a more detailed
sampling and analytical effort will be conducted to delineate contamination,
and quantify pathways to aid in the selection of alternatives. The RI/FS of
the IRP encompasses several key elements necessary to select an appropriate
remedial action. JThese include:

o} Determination of the federal and state ARARs

) Development of the Data Quality Objectives (DQOs) necessary to
be consistent with the ARARs and achievable with acceptable
field and analytical procedures

0 Performance of a field investigation in one or more stages to
collect sufficient information to assess contaminant movement
and pathways, and to support development of potential
alternatives; described in CERCLA and NCP as the Remedial
Investigation (RI)

-

0 Determination of the hazards by quantifiably considering the
impact on receptors through the pathways of surface water,
groundwater, biota, and air; RI/FS incorporates the exposure
and risk assessment as required under CERCLA, NCP, and SARA,
and as defined in the Superfund Public Health Evaluation Manual

0 Determination of those sites where the results of the field
investigation and risk assessment indicate no significant threat
to human health or welfare, or to the environment, and
preparation of a decision document identifying any necessary
control measures, or no need for further action

0 Development of a set of potential alternatives, consisting of
appropriate technologies that can remove the contamination or
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control its migration; alternatives should provide a range of
reduction of the mobility, toxicity, or volume (MTV) associated
with the contamination, and meet or exceed the ARARs.

Initial screening of alternatives is conducted using criteria of
effectiveness, implementability, and cost. If necessary, additional studies
are performed to support selection of technologies. A detailed analysis is
then conducted to evaluate alternatives using a set of criteria that includes
protectiveness, compliance with ARARs, reduction of MTV, schedule, reliabil-
ity, and capital and operation and maintenance cost.

After a remedial alternative is selected, a Record of Decision. (ROD) is
created, which documents the selection based on information and recommenda-
tions contained in the IRP Final Technical Report. If an engineering solution
is selected, the remedial design is specified and then implemented.

The IRP meets the requirements of the NCP in that an investigation is
conducted to characterize contaminant sources and migration, to assess risk to
human health and the environment, and to evaluate and recommend remedial
actions.

1.2 PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF PRESENT INVESTIGATION

SAIC and its subcontractor, Brown and Caldwell Laboratories, were
contracted by the U.S. Air Force Occupational and Environmental Health
Laboratory (HSD/YAQI) to conduct an IRP RI/FS, investigation at AF Plant 85 in
Columbus, Ohio. The investigation was undertaken: 1) to determine whether any
contamination existed at six sites of interest; 2) if possible, to determine
the magnitude of any contamination and its potential for migration; 3) to
identify significant public health and environmental hazards of migrating
contaminants, based on federal and Ohio standards; and 4) to develop and
recommend alternative remedial actions.
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Phase II, Stage 1 field investigations were conducted from 12 December
1985 to 16 January 1986; those for Stage 2 began on 19 September 1988 and were
completed on 16 December 1988.

Sites were selected from the Phase I investigation performed by CH2M HILL,
the Phase II, Stage 1 investigation performed by PEI and Battelle-Columbus

Division, and the Stage 2 Pre-survey performed by Battelle Denver (SAIC) and
HSD/YAQI.

During this field investigation, soil, sediment, surface water, and
groundwater samples were collected at the following sites (see Figure 1-2):

PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

Fire Department Training Area (Site 4)

Mason's Run 0il/Fuel Spill (Site 5)

James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8)
Turkey Run (Site 10)

Perimeter Monitoring Wells.

O O 0 o o0 o

The collected samples were analyzed in the field and in the laboratory to
identify the presence and magnitude of several potentially hazardous contam-

inants. Site 10 (Turkey Run) and Perimeter Monitoring Wells were added for the
RI/FS, Stage 2 investigations.

The investigation was conducted under Contract No. F33615-85-D-4507, Task
21 with the U.S. Air Force and in accordance with the Scope of Work (SOW)
contained in Appendix B. The SOW defined sampling and testing procedures to
be followed, the number of samples to be collected, the analyses to be
performed, and the analytical methods to be used.

In the Phase I report (CH2M HILL, 1984), one additional site was
recommended for investigation during the Phase II investigation. The Coal Pile
(Site 2), located near the old boilerhouse, received an overall HARM rating of
51 due to the potential of contamination to groundwater and soils from the coal
dust remaining on site. However, analysis of groundwater and soil samples

, EEEEEEED
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collected at and downgradient of this site during the Phase II, Stage 1
investigation indicated that the Coal Pile was not contributing contaminants
to those environmental media. Subsequently, a TDSNFA was written on Site 2 at
the conclusion of Stage 1.

1.3 HISTORY OF PLANT 85 AND WASTE DISPOSAL AND STORAGE PRACTICES

1.3.1 Plant 85 History

Completed in 1941, AF Plant 85 produced naval aircraft during World War
I1 under contract with the Curtiss-Wright Corporation. The Plant employed
24,000 people and produced 3,500 airplanes. Production declined after the war
and Curtiss-Wright discontinued operations in 1950.

In late 1950, the U.S. Navy took over the title of the Plant, which became
the Naval Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant (NIRAP) Columbus. At that time,
North American Aviation (now Rockwell International) took over Plant opera-
tions. Numerous kinds of naval aircraft and missile systems were produced and
tested over the next several years. Aircraft production declined in the 1970s
and by 1979 only 2,000 employees remained at the Plant.

In 1982, NIRAP Columbus was transferred to the U.S. Air Force from the
Navy and designated AF Plant 85; Rockwell International was awarded the
contract for the production of the B-1B bomber aircraft.

In 1988, after the completion of Phase II, Stage 1 field investigations,
roughly one square mile of land, located in the western portion of AF Plant
85, was given back to the city of Columbus. During December 1988, McDonnell
Douglas took over operation of AF Plant 85 from Rockwell. Their plans for the
site presently include the manufacture of aircraft parts.

1.3.2 MWaste Disposal and Storage

The AF Plant Representative's Office (AFPRO) is the host of AF Plant 85.
The staff is responsible for contract administration, manufacturing opera-
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tions, quality control functions, environmental programs, and general
administrative duties.

Various waste—hand]ing operations have occurred since 1941. The Fire
Department Training Area (FDTA, Site 4) had been used as a primary disposal
site. Between 1941 and 1950, most of the waste oils, solvents, and aviation
fuels produced were collected and burned at the FDTA. Fire Department personnel
collected waste oil drums from the various accumulation points, transported them
to the training area, and subsequently poured the waste fuels on the ground and
ignited them. Between 1951 and 1965, some waste engine oils and fuels were
still used in Fire Department training exercises; however, the majority of the
waste oils were collected and sold to an outside contractor for off-site
disposal.

The storm water drainage system which emptied into Mason's Run received
paint solvents and chips from activities occurring at a concrete pad located
outside and to the north of Building 3 between 1941 and 1950.

Concentrated acid solutions from metal cleaning, etching, and
electroplating tanks were collected and transported to a neutralization tank
that was located near the present wastewater treatment plant (WWTP). The
solutions were batch-neutralized and then discharged to the sanitary sewer for
further treatment by the city of Columbus. Overflow from the process rinse-
water tanks was also discharged to the sanitary sewer. Sludges from these
process tanks were drummed and moved off site by an outside contractor.

In 1965, the WWTP was constructed to neutralize all industrial process
wastewaters prior to their discharge to the sanitary sewer. The majority of
the Plant's industrial wastewater flow has come from the rinse-water overflow
tanks of the various metals cleaning, etching, and electroplating processes.
Metal processing tanks containing chromium solutions are currently transported
to the WWTP in 500-gallon tank cars. Hexavalent chromium solutions are reduced
to the trivalent state with sulfur dioxide and then discharged to the sanitary
sewer. (Cyanide waste was transported to a cyanide storage tank, located at the
WWTP, and subsequently hauled off site by an outside contractor. However, this
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tank was relocated to the James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (JRHWP) in 1984
and has not been utilized since then. C(yanide waste was stored at the JRHWP
in DOT-approved 55-gallon steel drums with heavy plastic liners (Hargis +
Associates, Inc., 1989). Lime sludges generated at the WWTP are dewatered,
collected in runoff bulk containers, and hauled off site for disposal.

Spent degreasing solutions [1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA)] were collected
in 55-gallon drums and stored at the James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad
until they were transported off site for redistillation of the TCA (Hargis +
Associates, Inc., 1989). The IRP records search for AF Plant 85 researched
and produced by CH2M HILL in 1984 provided the waste disposal and storage
information. Acetone and methyl ethyl ketones (MEK) were also stored at this
pad and subsequently transported off site by contractors. The James Road
Hazardous Waste Storage Pad is no longer used; the Air Force and Rockwell are
presently in the process of officially closing this RCRA-permitted storage pad.

Methylene chloride/phenolic paint strippers, used in the Building 13
stripping shop, are collected in drip pans and then poured in 55-gallon drums;
contractors dispose of these drums off site.

Table 1-1 summarizes the major industrial operations at the Plant and
includes the estimated quantities of wastes generated as well as providing the
past and present disposal practices.

1.4 DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY OF INDIVIDUAL SITES

The Phase I IRP recommended three sites for environmental sampling:
Mason's Run Qi1/Fuel Spill Site (Site 5), Fire Department Training Area (Site
4), and James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8). In addition to these
sites, the PCB Spill Site (Site 3) has been included in this IRP investigation
to provide additional information on the adequacy of cleanup already conducted.

As a result of the Stage 2 Pre-survey, Site 10 (Turkey Run) and the Perimeter °

Monitoring Wells were added to the IRP RI/FS, Stage 2 investigation. Brief
site descriptions are provided in the following subsections. Figure 1-2 shows
the Tocation of all six sites and data collection points for this investigation.
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Table 1-1
MAJOR INDUSTRIAL OPERATIONS SUMMARY
Current
Present Estimated
Locatlion Haste Haste Quantity Past and Present Haste Management
Shop Name/Department (Bldg. No.)"® Material (gal/yr) 1940 1950 1960 1970 1%80
{ |
I | l Contractor
a I Sanitary Sewer | Removal
Detail Paint Shop (804) 3 Paint Sludge 73,000 I (===} i i t——
|
| Treated at wiTP® | |
Metals Clean (804) 3 Alkaline Cleamer 5,230 ———d} i T >
| Treated at HHTPb l l
Nitric Acid and I | | | |
Ammonium Bilsulfide 2,520 l ——=+t i | | >
l Contractorl Treafed at
Removal | HUWT l
Chromic Acld 6,600 | ===+t I +—i f—>
|
| Treated at WHTP" ! |
Nitric Aciad 3,360 —— i: } i —>
I Contractorl TreaBed at I TJ
| Removal | WHTP | I
Aluminum Processing (804) 3 Sodium Dichromate 12,000 I = ——— +—i | >
Contractor Removall
Cyanide/Nitric Acid/ l l | | l
Chromic Salt 6,200 I |————I? | | l >
| Treated at wiTp® |
Acid Etch 8,800 | } } ; —>
|
I I Treated at WWTP® |
Alkaline Etch 14,000 I I — ] —>
| I I I |

%aste has been shown to be non-hazardous based on the results of EP toxicity tests.
bTreated effluents from plant are discharged to the sanitary sewer. Prior to 1965, wastes were batch-neutralized prior to discharge
to the sanitary sewver.

LEGEND

- = = = Assumed period of operation,
Known period of operation.



Table 1-1 (cont.)

Current
Present Estimated
Location Haste Haste Quantity Past and Present Waste Management
Shop Name/Department (Bldg. No.) Material (gal/yr) 1940 1950 1960 1970 1%80
I Contractor Removall |
Vapor Degreasing (804) 3 1,1,1-Trichloroethane 750 I :: i i }—>
| Treated at HHTPb | l
Electroplating (804) 3 Acid Pickle Solution 540 | b——=4 | >
I Contractorl Treated at |
| Removal ! HHT I I
Chromium Plating Solution 670 l b=t} +—t l —
|
Conttactorl Treated at l
| Removal WHTP” | |
Chromic Acid | I { |
Reversing Solution 325 ' ===t} | { | lﬁ‘
l Contractor Removall |
Chromic Acid and | | . i
Sodium Cyanide 2,100 | —- I i } i >
—
l Treated at WHTP® ! l L
Resistance Heldlng (826) 3 Alkaline Cleaner 200 Ir---- $ + | g -
|
| Contractor Removal' |
Cyanide and Chromium | I l |
Salt Solution 200 I ===+t i I l »-
|
| Treated at WiTe® | \
Honeycomb Ronding (626) 3 Alkaline Cleaner 960 | t i ) | >
| Treated at WWTP? | |
Alkaline Etch 960 ' |+ I i | >
|
I i | ! I

%daste has been shown to be non-hazardous based on the results of EP toxicity tests.

bTrealed effluents from plant are discharged to the sanitary sewer.

to the sanitary sewver.
LEGEND

- - = - Assumed period of operation.
Known period of operation.

!..n_ |.._-_._ ‘.!_I !._ o]

Prior to 1965, wastes were batch-neutralized prior to discharge




Table 1-1 (cont.)

Current
Present Estimated
l.ocation Haste Haste Quantity Past and Present Haste Management
Shop Name/Department (Bldg. No.) Material {gal/yr) 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980
| | ] |
| Contractorl Tregﬁed at |
| Removal WHY -
Dichromate and Sul furic | I |
Acid Etch 1,600 | :; i — >
’ Contractor Removall I
Foundry and Plastics 1 | | l
Manufacturing (803) 3 Acetone 1,600 l&-—-—n~ |= } } l >
|
l I Contractor Removal I
Chip Baler Storage (859) 125 Coolant O1ils 24,000% | | t i I | -
|
Stormuater| |
Drainage Drummed and | I
System ' Removed Offiste l
Stripping Shop (804) 13 Methylene Chloride/ 2,860 |t —t + } -
Phenolic Strippers | | l | I
| .
c | I Contractor Removal
HHTP WHTP Devatered Lime Sludge 340 ' I
I l.
a I I Contractor’Removal
A1l Machine Milling Shops General P'lant Milling Coolant Oils 66,000 |r—-- I: { }—

84aste has been shown to be non-hazardous based on the results of EP toxicity tests.

bTreated effluents from plant are discharged to the sanitary sevwer. Prior to 1965, wastes were batch-neutralized prior to discharge

to the sanitary sewer.

Cllet tons per year,

- = - = Assumed perfod of operation,
Known period of operation.

Source:

CHZM HILL, 1984.
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1.4.1 Mason's Run 0il/Fuel Spill Site (Site 5)

Much of Mason's Run is channeled within an underground concrete culvert
throughout the Plant (Figure 1-2). The stream enters the Plant area along the
northern boundary (after passage through Port Columbus International Airport
property) and exits the Plant in an open ditch near the Plant entrance gate
located at the intersection of First Street and Fifth Avenue. Approximately
15 years ago an oil skimmer system and a concrete weir were installed near the
Plant's southern boundary just upstream from where Mason's Run flows beneath
Fifth Avenue. This stream has received miscellaneous oil and fuel from storm
drains since 1941. In May 1983, Mason's Run also received approximately 50,000
gallons of coal-pile leachate as the result of a leak in the coal pile leachate
holding tank. The coal pile, which is no longer in use, was located approxi-
mately 50 feet from an underground portion of Mason's Run and approximately 300
feet upstream from the open ditch. Indirect evidence of contamination, such
as an oil sheen on the water surface and several fish kills have been reported
in Mason's Run beyond the Plant boundaries. A school of small fish was seen
in Mason's Run below the oil skimmer during the RI/FS, Stage 1 Pre-survey.

The Phase II, Stage 1 investigations consisted of soil, sediment, surface
water, and groundwater sampling. The detection of high concentrations of

compounds in downstream samples initiated further investigation in Stage 2.

1.4.2 Fire Department Training Area (Site 4)

Fire Department training activities were conducted in the Fire Department
Training Area (FDTA; Site 4) at AF Plant 85 from 1941 through 1977. Until 1970,
at least one training exercise was conducted per month, after which their
frequency slowly decreased to zero by 1977. As many as four fires were
extinguished per session, with a total of approximately 900 gallons of fuel
consumed per session. These fuels consisted of waste magnesium chips, waste
0oils, and contaminated aircraft fuel. From 1970 until operations ceased in
1977, aqueous film-forming foam (AFFF) was used to extinguish fires. AFFFs are
non-corrosive, biodegradable, fluorocarbon surfactants with foamy stabilizers,
which pose a potential for environmental stress. When this training area was
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deactivated in 1977, the soil was excavated to a depth of approximately 30
inches and the area was backfilled with clean dirt. The soil left in place was
not sampled nor analyzed.

Phase II, Stage 1 investigations included soil and groundwater sampling.
Elevated concentrations of purgeable organics were found in soils, but not in
groundwater. Determination of the extent of contamination in the soil required
confirmation. This was done in the RI/FS, Stage 2 investigation.

1.4.3 James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8)

From 1941 until 1989, the James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad had been
used to store drums of hazardous wastes (Figure 1-2). These wastes included
1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA), acetone, mixtures of other solvents, and phenolic
paint strippers. Several spills had occurred on the ground adjacent to the
concrete pad cdrrent]y in place at this site.

Phase II, Stage 1 investigations included soil and groundwater sampling.
Purgeable organics were identified in soil samples and elevated levels of total
halogenated compounds were detected in one groundwater sample. The identifica-
tion of the compounds found in groundwater was a target of the RI/FS, Stage 2
investigations, as well as determination of any migration of the compounds in
groundwater.

1.4.4 PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

In January 1983, several gallons of transformer oil containing PCBs were
spilled at this site. The spill occurred adjacent to Electric Substation 23
(Figure 1-2). The site was excavated twice by Plant personnel. On the first
occasion, an area 3 feet wide by 12 feet long by 3 inches deep was excavated.
The excavated earth was treated as a hazardous waste and hauled off site. The
second excavation expanded the area of removed soil by 2 feet in width and 6

inches in depth. Additional testing was required to determine the adequacy of
these cleanup attempts.
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Phase II, Stage 1 investigations consisted .of soil sampling. Concen-
trations of PCBs were found which exceeded action levels set by 40 CFR 761,
Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA). Stage 2 investigations were aimed at
defining the areal and vertical extent of the PCB contamination.

1.4.5 Turkey Run (Site 10)

Approximately 375 feet of Turkey Run crosses AF Plant 85 on the western-
most segment of land after passage through the Port of Columbus International
Airport (Figure 1-2). This site was established during RI/FS, Stage 2 to
monitor sediment and surface water quality at both the upstream and downstream
boundaries of the site.

1.4.6 Perimeter Monitoring Wells

Perimeter monitoring wells were installed to measure groundwater quality
to determine the effects of Plant activities on groundwater. For sampling
purposes, the perimeter monitoring wells were given the field designations of
OMW1 through 9MW7 (Figure 1-2). This "site" was established during RI/FS,
Stage 2 to monitor the quality of the groundwater as it flows beneath the Plant
boundary, under the facility, and as it exits the property. Wells were placed
along the perimeter of the Plant. Also included in the Plant-wide monitoring
system was Phase II, Stage 1 well PG201.

1.5 KNOWN AND SUSPECTED CONTAMINANTS

Chemical analyses of soil, sediment, groundwater, and surface water samples
included some or all of the parameters listed on Table 1-2. All water samples
were field measured for alkalinity, pH, specific conductance, and temperature.

1.6 SAIC TEAM ORGANIZATION

RI/FS, Stage 2 investigation of AF Plant 85 was conducted by SAIC and
three subcontractors. Figure 1-3 illustrates the organization of the
investigation team.
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Table 1-2. Laboratory Analyses Performed on Samples Submitted
from RI/FS Stage 2 Field Investigation at AF Plant 85

Parameter Method

Common Anions E300

Total Dissolved Solids E160.1

ICP Screen for Metals SW3005/SW6010
Total and Dissolved

Arsenic SW7060
Total and Dissolved

Lead SW3005/5W7421

Total and Dissolved

Mercury
Total and Dissolved

Selenium
Total and Dissolved

Purgeable Halocarbons

Purgeable Aromatics

Semivolatile Organic Compounds

Volatile Organic Compounds

Polychlorinated- Biphenyls

Soil Moisture Content
Grain Size Distribution

Permeability

SW7470 or SW7471
SW7740

SW5030/5W8010
SW5030/5W8020
SW3510/5W8270
or
SW3550/5W8270
SW8240
SW3550/5w8080
ASTM D2216
ASTM 422
ASTM D2434
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Program Manager was Dr. Robert K. Kennedy and Deputy Program Manager was
Dr. R. Wayne Nelson. Mr. John R. Dwyer acted as Project Manager during field
investigation and subsequently as the Data Manager. The field team consisted
of Mr. Luke Darragh, Environmental Scientist, and Mr. Pete Ferron, Environ-
mental Technician of Battelle-Columbus Division. Dr. Norman Richenbach, also
of Battelle, conducted the aquatic survey. Ms. Rotha Randall, Environmental
Scientist, and Ms. Eve Huggins, Environmental Geologist, were the project
managers and principal authors, while Mr. Luke Darragh and Mr. Mark Kadnuck
assisted with the preparation of the report. Ms. Mary Shank provided a peer
review of the report, while the technical review was performed by Dr. William
McNeill. Ms. Rotha Randall also edited and produced the report. Ms. Wendy
Morris, Ms. Melanie Reker, Ms. Jill Roghair, and Ms. Leslie Rodriquez provided
staff support. Mr. Ed Weiland produced graphics for this report. Dr. Tom
Naymick from Battelle-Columbus Division Environmental Department assisted in
hydrologic data analysis.

The drilling subcontractor was Mason-de Verteuil, who also analyzed
selected soil samples for grain size, moisture content, and permeability.
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2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.1 GEOGRAPHIC SETTING

2.1.1 Physiography

AF Plant 85 is Tocated in Franklin County in the Central Lowland physio-
graphic province of Ohio (Figure 1-1). Located about 6 miles northeast of
downtown Columbus, the Plant is just south of the Port Columbus International
Airport. The Plant occupies approximately 300 acres.

The ground surface at the facility is relatively flat, characteristic of
the glacial drift which fills paleovalleys in the area. Elevations at the
Plant vary from 800 to 815 feet above mean sea level (msl). The only
significant relief near the facility occurs in areas adjacent to streams,
glacial moraines, or resistant bedrock. The terrain also lacks the numerous
lakes and swamps which characterize other glaciated areas.

A series of north-south trending escarpments and terraces separate the
central lowlands from the Appalachian Plateau east of Columbus. The lowest of
these escarpments rises from an altitude of approximately 800 feet to an
altitude of approximately 1,015 feet. Rivers and creeks are controlled by
these features and tend to run from north to south.

The principal river in Franklin County is the Scioto River which flows
southward through downtown Columbus toward the Ohio River. Tributary streams
near AF Plant 85 include Alum Creek and Big Walnut Creek. Big Walnut Creek,
located just east of AF Plant 85, is situated near the base of an escarpment,
while Alum Creek flows over glacial drift to the west of the Plant.

2.1.2 Cultural Geography

The 1980 population characteristics for the 2-mile radius surrounding the
Plant, the city of Columbus, Franklin County, and the Columbus Metropolitan
Area are given in Table 2-1. The Columbus Metropolitan area includes Delaware,
Fairfield, Madison, Pickaway, and Franklin counties. In addition to the city
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Table 2-1

Population Characteristics for Vicinity of AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio

2-MILE CITY OF FRANKLIN COLUMBUS

CHARACTERISTICS RADIUS COLUMBUS COUNTY MSA
Total 36,849 564,764 868,751 1,241,333
Female(%) 54.17 51.86 51.80 51.48
White(%) 41.66 76.26 83.54 87.84
Black(%) 56.94 22.11 15.08 11.04
Native American(%) 0.18 0.16 0.14 0.13
Asian(%) 0.35 0.83 0.75 0.59
Hispanic(%) 0.89 0.82 0.75 0.66
Pop. < 10 years old(%) 17.82 14.56 14.56 14.86
..Pop. 10 to 19 years old(%) 18.31 16.22 17.10 17.53
‘Pop. between 20 and 29(%) 18.34 25.39 22.01 20.25
Pop. between 30 and 44(%) 17.26 17.95 19.43 19.90
Pop. between 45 and 59(%) 14.49 13.35 14.53 14.70
Pop. between 60 and 74(%) 9.72 8.99 8.95 9.21
3.54 3.43 3.56

>Pop. > 75 years o0l1d(%) 4.06

Source: Planning Division analysis, based on
: Evaluation Location System (SELS).

1980 U.S. Census data compiled by Site
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of Columbus, ten other cities and villages lie wholly or partially in Franklin
County. The four communities located in the vicinity of AF Plant 85 are Bexley,
Gahanna, Reynoldsburg, and Whitehall.

A profile of the demographic characteristics of the residents living within
a 2-mile radius of the Plant, and in the city of Columbus, Franklin County, and
the Columbus Metropolitan area may be found in Table 2-2.

2.2 GEOLOGY

2.2.1 Geologic Setting

Franklin County is located at the eastern edge of the Central Lowlands
physiographic province. Some general characteristics of this province include
its great extent, low altitude and slight local relief, continental climate,
and great lakes and rivers. The geologic feature that has the greatest
influence on Plant 85 is the mantle of glacial deposits. These deposits mask
the paleotopography of the broad regional upwarped Paleozoic sedimentary rocks.
This upwarp is a regional anticline, known as the Cincinnati Arch, which ferms
the western flank of the Appalachian geosyncline and the eastern flank of the
broad, shallow structural basins under southern Il1linois and the Mississippi
River Valley. The axis of this arch roughly parallels the Appalachian Highlands
and extends 600 miles from northwestern Alabama to northwestern Ohio. North
of the Ohio River, the structure of the arch is obscured by glaciation. (Hunt,
1974)

Thus, the geologic sequence in the central Ohio area consists of a
sedimentary bedrock overlain by glacial deposits, alluvium, and soil. The
geology of the AF Plant 85 area is affected by both preglacial erosion of the
bedrock and glacial features. An extensive erosional and drainage system with
considerable relief was developed on the bedrock surface prior to glaciation.
The main buried channel, known as the preglacial Groveport River, is located
in southeastern Franklin County about 9 miles south of AF Plant 85 (Figu;é 2-1).
A major tributary to the preglacial Groveport River flowed beneath the Plant
boundaries and then southward to its confluence with the preglacial Groveport
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Table 2-2

Population Characteristics of Residents in Vicinity of AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio

2-MILE CITY OF FRANKLIN COLUMBUS
CHARACTERISTICS RADIUS COLUMBUS COUNTY MSA
HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS:
Total households 13,070 217,150 322,817 449,267
Owner occupied(%) 55.52 48.81 57.02 61.90
Renter occupied(%) 44 .48 51.19 42.98 38.10
Rental vacancies(%) 10.53 9.88 9.01 8.49
Owner value specified($) 48,162 45,026 53,586 52,465
Renter value specified($) 143 174 181 176
Average Monthly mortgage cost($) 357 364 400 397
Households with earnings(%) 78.94 82.80 84.41 84.39
Households with a wage or salary income(%) 77.30 81.18 82.49 81.75
Households with non-farm self-emp. income(%) 5.73 6.28 7.83 8.41
.Households with farm self-emp. income(%) 0.40 0.61 0.94 2.57
‘Households with int.,div. or rental income(%) 27.21 38.75 43.61 43.61
‘Households with social security income(%) 22.98 20.95 2.48 21.57
Households with public asst. income(%) 16.03 9.44 7.47 7.00
Households with all other income(%) 23.59 22.72 23.02 23.57
Avg. annual household wage or salary income($) 16,882 17,320 19,543 19,584
Avg. annual household non-farm self-emp income($) 18,737 10,527 13,784 13,189
Avg. annual household farm income($) 2,087 3,763 5,318
Avg. annual household int.,div. or rental income($) 4,804 1,781 2,290 2,316
Avg. annual household social security income($) 3,899 3,882 4,013 4,012
Avg. annual household public asst. income($) 2,562 2,456 2,428 2,348
Avg. annual household all other income($) 3,959 3,809 4,061 3,842
Households with 1 car(%) 41.10 42.08 38.68 36.28
Households with 2 cars(%) 30.22 31.74 35.76 37.24
Households with 3 or more cars(%) 11.50 11.31 14.05 16.48
FAMILY CHARACTERISTICS:
Total families 9,365 135,513 218,685 319,214
Married couple families(%) 65.30 74.68 79.21 81.91
Male head of household(%) 4.29 4.31 3.63 3.33
Female head of household(%) 30.41 21.01 17.15 14.75
Families earning < $ 5,000(%) 14.81 8.80 6.56 6.01
Families earning > $10,000(%) 68.41 77.96 82.75 83.13
Families earning > $15,000(%) 54.00 62.39 69.00 69.05
Families earning > $20,000(%) 39.20 45.88 53.41 53.00
Families earning > $25,000(%) 27.00 30.97 37.88 36.96
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Table 2-2
(Continued)

Population Characteristics of Residents in Vicinity of AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio

2-MILE CITY OF FRANKLIN COLUMBUS
CHARACTERISTICS RADIUS COLUMBUS COUNTY MSA

FAMILY CHARACTERISTICS (Cont’d.):

Families earning > $30,000(%) 18.64 19.71 25.53 24.39
Families earning > $40,000(%) 8.38 7.37 11.04 10.21
Families earning > $50,000(%) 4,13 2.91 5.05 4.61
Families earning > $75,000(%) 2.02 0.71 1.62 1.42
Average annual family income($) 19,765 20,513 23,682 23,193

LABOR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS:

Total labor force 15,114 261,704 408,420 567,491
Labor force working in county of residence(%) 86.07 85.64 85.23 78.05-
Families having 2 or more workers(%) 49.23 55.57 57.58 57.08 -
Employed in white collar jobs(%) 20.00 24.42 26.42 24.29
Employed in technical and related support(%) 3.11 3.89 3.53 3.38
Employed in sales(%) 7.54 9.69 10.41 10.00
Employed in admin. support including clerical(%) 22.50 22.31 21.56 19.86
Employed in service occupations(%) 18.93 14.00 12.65 12.55
Farming, forestry, & fishing occupations(%) 0.46 0.64 0.67 1.53
Precision production, craft, & repair(%) 9.03 9.64 10.05 11.45
Machine oper., assemblers, & inspec. (%) 9.16 7.23 6.73 8.20
Transportation & material moving(%) 4.61 4.04 4.00 4.44
Handlers, equipment cleaners, helpers etc. (%) 4.66 4.13 3.97 4.30
EDUCATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS: 20,159 319,264 498,123 714,804
Elementary (%) 14.62 13.11 11.25 12.18
1-3 years of high school(%) 20.17 17.24 15.32 16.02
4 years of high school(%) 34.28 34.16 35.26 38.17
1-3 years of college(%) 14.78 14.89 15.63 14.27
4 or more years of college(%) 14.93 18.14 20.85 18.04

Source: Planning Division analysis, based on 1980 U.S. Census data compiled by Site
Evaluation Location System (SELS).
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River along the general course of present-day Alum Creek. The buried valley
created by this tributary is at a depth of approximately 200 feet below the
ground surface (bgs) in the area of AF Plant 85 and is filled in with glacial
material.

There are basically two types of glacial deposits found in the central
Ohio area: glacial outwash and glacial till. Glacial outwash is formed when
glacial meltwaters reduce their velocity enough to deposit well-sorted sand-
and gravel-sized particles, but still maintain the velocity needed to carry
the clay- and silt-sized materials downstream. Glacial till is unconsoli-
dated material which is deposited directly by a glacier without being sorted
and reworked by he]twater processes. Therefore, deposits- of glacial till
consist of a mixture of clay, silt, sand, gravel, and boulders which range
widely in size and shape. Evidence of at least two glacial periods, the
I11inoian (400,000 to 600,000 years ago) and the Wisconsin (10,000 to 100,000
years ago), are present in the central Ohio area.

I1linoian glaciation left fine sands and gravels in the bottom of the deep
preglacial valleys. These fine materials were deposited by quiet meltwaters.
(Battelle, 1988b)

During the Wisconsin glacial stage, the ice sheet advanced and retreated
several times. With each retreat of the ice sheet (and during other periods
of glacial melting), previously deposited glacial tills and outwash deposits
were cut by more recent outwash channels. As a result, outwash and till
deposits are commonly interbedded, producing sudden lateral and vertical facies
changes within relatively short distances.

2.2.2 Bedrock Geology

The bedrock of the central Ohio area ranges in age from 340 to 410 million
years (Late Silurian to Early Mississippian.) (Table 2-3) The Ohio-Olentangy
Shale makes up a large part of the Mississippian Period stratigraphy and is
the underlying bedrock at AF Plant 85 (Figure 2-2). The thickness of this shale
at Plant 85 is not known although in Franklin County thickness of 480 feet has
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Table 2-3. GEOLOGIC FORMATIONS IN THE VICINITY OF AF PLANT 85
FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
Hax i
Group ur thickness,
System Suries formation {feet) Character of materval HWater-bearing properties
Recent Silt, clay, and sand deposited Thin and relatively mpermcable.”
(adluvium) on the flood plawns of the
major streams,
Later Stage 50-100 Clayey till (glacial till) Yields less than 2 gpm.
Wiscons in Period
farly Stage 0-350 Sand and gravel (glacial outwash) Potential ground-water yields depend
Wisconsin Period buried valleys. Layer of clayey upon the thickness, regional extent,
t11l may be present below outwash. permeability and source of recharge.
uaternary Where favorable conditions prevail,
Pleistocene wells may yield 1,000 to 1,500 gpm.
{ylacial) Typically, wells yield 200 gpun.
Where sand and gravel are present in
thin scattered lenses interbedded
with glacial till, yields are as low
as 5 to 10 gpm.
I1Vinovan Period 0-85 Lenses of fine sand in buried Generally not 2 source of yround
valleys. water. Usually low in permeabiity.
Cuyahoga 165 Alternating gray, sandy shale Potential ylelds of up to 3u gpn
and blue to grayish sandstone. trom sandstone layers.
. Sunbury 35 Black shale. Poor source of yround water,
Mississippian Berea 5-5% Gray to buff-colored sandstone Potential yields of up to 25 gpm.
: with some shale.
Bedford 60-90 Brown to gray shale. Poor source of ground water,
Omo 450 tlack shale. Poor source of ground waler.
0lentangy 30 blue shale with some )inestone Poor source ot ground water./
concretions.
Deloaware 2 Blue-gray limestone with some Small supplies of up to 3 gpin.
thin shaley layers, 1ron
pyrites, and black chert.
Devontaa Columbus 10% Brown to light gray porous The principal bedrock aquifer in the
limestone. county for farm, domestic, small
wunicipal, and industrial supplies.
Yields up to 175 gpm.
wasin Kiver 173 Dolomtic Ilmrsione. Most wmportant industrial bedrock
aquifer, Yields up to 400 gpm or
more, usually higher mineralized.
Source. Bulletin JU, Olio Depdrtment of Natura) Resources.
~
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been recorded (Figure 2-3). The shale is black or dark brown, organic, and
somewhat sandy; and it is very fissile (splits into thin slate-like slabs or
pieces). Ohio-Olentangy Shale weathers to a gray color. This shale was
"encountered during sampling of both the Phase II, Stage 1 and RI/FS, Stage 2
investigations and was described as dark gray to black, thinly bedded, and
weathered to the maximum 0.5-foot depth sampled.

2.2.3 Surficial Geology

2.2.3.1 Glacial Deposits

The primary surficial deposits at AF Plant 85 consist of glacial outwash
and till deposited during the Wisconsin Stage. In Franklin County, considerable
evidence indicates that the Wisconsin glaciation took place in two stages.
Early Wisconsin glaciation, which occurred about 50,000 years ago, left a thin
clay-rich layer of till deposited directly by the ice. This till was then
overlain by a relatively well-sorted and stratified sand and gravel deposited
by swiftly moving braided streams formed from glacial meltwater. (Battelle,
1988a; Goldthwait, 1958)

)

The late Wisconsin glaciation occurred about 22,000 years ago. These
glacial deposits are predominantly fine sands and clays deposited directly by
the ice and can contain outwash lenses up to 50 feet long (Battelle, 1988a;
Goldthwait, 1958).

At several places in Franklin County a clay-rich weathered zone overlies
the buried lower outwash deposits. This weathered zone has been leached much
like modern soil and is interpreted to be a paleo-soil horizon. The horizon
serves as a marker between the two Wisconsin glacial stages. (Goldthwait,
1958)

As indicated by geologic logs of boreholes drilled at Plant 85, glacial
till generally overlies outwash deposits. The till near the surface ranges in
thickness from 10 to 40 feet, while its average thickness across the facility
is approximately 25 feet. The interfingering of outwash deposits within previ-
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ously deposited till is apparent within several of the boreholes. The
interfingering of outwash deposits and till deposits probably result in isolated
and laterally discontinuous water-bearing zones below the Plant. It is also
probable that lenses of outwash material occurring at different depths may
interconnect, forming a groundwater network. The till composition at AF Plant
85 is primarily sand, silt, and occasional gravel in a clay matrix.

The maximum thickness of the outwash at the Plant is not known. Where
the Olentangy was encountered at 50 feet bgs, the outwash was 20 feet thick.
The outwash is not of homogenous lithology. Clay layers similar to those
encountered in the till are evident in the outwash.

2.2.3.2 Soils

Soils present at AF Plant 85 belong to the Bennington-Pewamo Associa-
tion. These soils are formed in fine-textured glacial till on relatively flat
upland surfaces. The Bennington Series soils consists of yellowish brown, silty
clay loams that allow slow percolation, are generally wet, and erode easily.
The Pewamo Series soils consist of gray clay loams, which are generally wet to
ponded, erode easily, and have a low percolation rate. The distribution of
these soils at AF Plant 85 is shown in Figure 2-4. (Battelle, 1988b)

A1l soils at the Plant are urban land complexes with slopes ranging from
0 to 6%. Table 2-4 summarizes the soil series at AF Plant 85 and presents the
characteristic engineering properties of each soil type. The soils are somewhat
poorly drained [permeabilities range from 4%10~3 to 4x10~% cm/s (CH2M Hill,
1984)].
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Table 2-4. SOIL TYPES AT AF PLANT 85°

Characteristic SCS Typical Typical Typical
permeability, hydrologic percent passing 1iquid unified sofl
Soll name Map symbol (em/s) group No, 200 sicve limit classification
Bennington--Urban Land Complex B,A, BB ax10™ to 11074 - € 70-100 30-50 cL
Pewamo--Urban Land Complex P lxlo" to 4:!0" B/0 75-95 35-55 CL, CH
Urban Land--Bennington Complex Uu 41!0'5 to 4x|0" [ 70-100 10-50 cL

3Source: U.S.0.A. Sofl Conservation Service.
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2.3 HYDROGEOLOGY

2.3.1 Groundwater
2.3.1.1 Occurrence and Movement

Groundwater in Franklin County is present in three general aquifer systems:
Devonian limestone aquifers, Mississippian sandstone aquifers (not present at
AF Plant 85), and glacial outwash aquifers.

The lower Devonian rocks, principally the Rasin River and Columbus
limestones, are major sources of groundwater supply in western Franklin County
(about 5 miles west of the Plant). These carbonate units supply about a third
of all groundwater used in Franklin County. Yields of 175 gpm have been
obtained in the Columbus Formation and as much as 400 gpm have been obtained
in the combined Columbus-Rasin River limestone aquifer‘(CHZM HILL, 1984).
Groundwater is present in fractures, joints, and crevices within the limestone;
therefore, well yields are dependent on rock solubility and extent of cavities
due to solution within the limestone.

The glacial deposits in the central portion of Franklin County yield
groundwater at rates from 1,500 gpm to as little as 2 gpm. The greatest yields
are obtained from the outwash deposits, which filled the preglacial Groveport
River Valley. Glacial outwash deposits are present beneath a portion of Alum
Creek, a little more than 1 mile to the west of AF Plant 85, and in pockets
below Big Walnut Creek, less than 1 mile to the east. The southwestern portion
of AF Plant 85 is underlain by sand and gravel outwash deposits, associated with
a buried preglacial bedrock valley, which can yield as much as 200 gpm. Typi-
cally, these deposits are covered with thick clayey till which Vimits the
potential recharge. (Goldthwait, 1958)

Most of the remaining portion of the Plant site is underlain by lenses of
sand and gravel outwash deposits interbedded in clayey till which overlies the
bedrock (Ohio-Olentangy Shale). Yields of as much as 25 gpm are typicaf]y
obtained north of 17th Street where the deposits can reach 200 feet in thickness
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within a buried bedrock valley. In the area of Mason's Run, yields from
irregular and thinly scattered sand and gravel lenses are only 5 to 10 gpm.
The eastern portion of the site between Mason's Run and Big Walnut Creek is
underlain by thin glacial till over the relatively impermeable shale bedrock.
This Qhio-Olentangy Shale is rarely used for water supply except in limited
weathered zones and serves as an effective confining layer separating the
artesian limestone aquifers from the more permeable overlying deposits. Well
yields are typically less than 2 gpm in this area. (CH2M HILL, 1984)

Recharge to the glacial aquifer occurs through infiltration from creeks
and streams. A minor amount of.recharge occurs through direct infiltration of
precipitation. The Tlow-permeability clay till encourages runoff of
precipitation rather than infiltration. (Battelle, 1988b)

During the RI/FS, Stage 2 investigation, two water-bearing zones were
identified in the surficial deposits underlying AF Plant 85. In general, the
shallow zone lies within the glacial till, while the other deeper zone is
roughly screened within the glacial outwash. However, due to the variability
and interbedded nature of these glacial deposits, the depth of the sceened
interval does not necessarily place the water-bearing zone definitely in either
the till or the outwash. The potentiometric surface of each of these zones is
shown on Figures 2-5 and 2-6, respectively.

In the northeast portion of Franklin County, the principal source of
groundwater is from the Mississippian Berea Sandstone formation. The sandstones
are relatively permeable deposits which may yield between 25 to 70 gpm of
groundwater. The higher yields are obtained primarily from highly fractured
zones. The deposits are not major sources of groundwater in Franklin County
due to the lack of fractures and the thinness of the strata.

2.3.1.2 Well Inventory in the Vicinity of Plant 85
Since 1949, the Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Division of Water,

has required that a copy of the drilling record for any newly constructed or
modified well be filed with the Division. Numerous potable water supply wells
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have been drilled near and on the AF Plant 85 property. These wells were
developed in glacial outwash. Approximately 1,000 wells may be located within
a 3-mile radius of the Plant. An estimated 50 to 100 private wells may still
be in use within a 3-mile radius of AF Plant 85. A partial listing of these
wells may be found in Table 2-5, while Figure 2-7 shows the well Tocations.

2.3.2 Surface Water

AF Plant 85 is located within the drainage basin of Big Walnut Creek, a
tributary of the Scioto river. The general direction of surface water drainage
at AF Plant 85 is shown in Figure 2-8. Surface water runoff from the Plant
discharges into two creeks: Turkey Run, located in the western portion of the
site, and Mason's Run, located in the central Plant area. Both creeks enter
the Plant site from the Port of Columbus International Airport to the north of
AF Plant 85 and flow south. These streams eventually join Big Walnut Creek
about 5 miles south of the facility. Flow within these creeks is generally low
except during periods of precipitation. Due to the large proportion of paved
area and relatively impermeable surface soil, runoff is highly dependent on
storm events. '

An extensive stormwater drainage system has been constructed throughouf
the main Plant area which discharges to Mason's Run at the Plant entrance gate.
Miscellaneous fuel spills and oily discharges to Mason's Run have been reported
in the past which resulted in the construction of an oil skimmer system in the
creek near the entrance gate.

No other surface water features are present at the Plant site. No wetlands
or swampy areas are located at or near the Plant. Flooding is limited to the
localized creek beds.

Surface waters are the primary source of municipal water supplies in
Franklin County. The Morse Road Treatment Plant, which provides water to AF
Plant 85, is supplied by Hoover Reservoir and also serves the northern and
eastern portions of the city of Columbus. Hoover Reservoir, located 8 miles
north of AF Plant 85 on Big Walnut Creek, is used for both water supply and



Table 2-5. Inventory of Selected Wells in the Vicinity of AF Plant 85

Length of Length of Depth to Date
Well #* Location of Well Depth Casing Screen Water Installed
(in feet) (in feet) (in feet) (in feet) (mon-dy-yr)

Franklin County Truro Township Wells

1 192 Barnett Rd 55 63 2 .26 12-04-56
2 307 Maplewood Ave 39 34 5 18 2-22-55
3 236 Collingwood Ave ' 95 90 4 35 _ 6-16-53
4 354 Collingwood Ave 138 98 40 27 6-15-56 N
5 4000 E. Broad St 83 77 6 35 5-27-55 "\o’
5 4000 E. Broad St 77 72 5 35 6-02-55
6 4227 Siegman Rd 32 30 ? 8 12-10-54
7 4235 Siegman Rd 28 28 ? 8 12-05-54
8 449 Yearling Rd 30" 25 5 ? 10-16-53
9 1 Mile North of US Rt 40 50 40 10 25 9-11-54

1/4 Miles East of Yearling Rd
10 4006 Washburn 43 11 2 19 8-77-54

Franklin County Mifflin Township

369 500 Feet South of Rt 2 64 64 ? 59 8-10-60
on Steltzer Rd

370 29161 Lamb Ave 90 90 ? 60 6-01-64
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Table 2-5. Inventory of Selected Wells in the Vicinity of AF Plant 85 (Continued)

Length of Length of Depth to Date
Well #* Location of Well Depth Casing Screen Water Installed
(in feet) (in feet) (in feet) (in feet) (mm-dd-yr)
371 Lamb Ave off State Rt 62 66 66 ? 55 5-15-67
372 3155 17th Ave 81 81 ? 55 12-14-65
373 17th & Sterling Ave 72 72 ? 50 4-11-52
E 3015 17th Ave 98 . 98 ? 61 8-12-64

12-¢

Franklin County Jefferson Township

622 East of Port Columbus 86 56 30 25 8-16-57
West of Walnut Creek

623 571 Morrison Rd ? 10 ? 15 9-03-51

624 1 Mile North of Rt 16 60 23 ? 3 3-30-61
On Morrison Rd

625 Co]ymbus Clay Co. ° 100 25 ? 15 12-14-64

626 1/4 Mile North of East Broad 75 . 25 ? ? 11-22-61

Off Westside Taylor Station Rd
627 Taylor Station Rd 200 60 4 78 10-16-81

Well numbers assigned by State of Ohio, Department of Natural Resources, Division of Water
Lengths not recorded on well log and drilling report
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flood control. Regulations to protect public water supplies fall under the
jurisdiction of the Ohio EPA.

No known surface water supplies are present within 3 miles downstream of
AF Plant 85.

2.4 AIR QUALITY

Estimates of air quality are based on the levels of the following criteria
pollutants: ozone, carbon monoxide, nitrous oxide, lead, sulfur dioxide, and
total suspended particulates (TSP). The Ohio EPA has a current official
designation of "attainment" on all these pollutants except carbon monoxide and
TSP. Carbon monoxide level is below the standard. TSP is considered a
nuisance, although not a health hazard in terms of the Pollution Standard Index
(PSI) for the Columbus area, which is based on measurements of either TSP or
ozone. On a scale of 0 (no pollution) to 100 (air quality standard level),
ozone levels in Columbus have created a PSI of 60 to 70 in summer. However,
neither ozone nor TSP has reached a PSI of 100 in the last few years.

2.5 BIOLOGY AND ECOLOGY

The flora and fauna in the vicinity of AF Plant 85 are indigenous to any
urban industrialized site in the Columbus area. The main Plant area is almost
entirely covered with buildings, parking lots, and paved areas. The former
radar test range west of the main Plant area is covered with field grass, which
is maintained by regular mowing. The remaining 174 acres west of Stelzer Road
is covered with miscellaneous brush growth and young trees, including sycamores
and common shade trees. A strip of field grass about 50 feet wide is maintained
adjacent to the FAA Instrument Landing System. Because the area is located at
the end of the runway for the Port of Columbus International Airport, the
vegetation at the strip is cleared approximately every 10 to 15 years.
(Battelle, 1988a)

Urban, industrial, commercial, and residential zones surround the Plant.
According to the Ohio Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, locations of
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major habitats of threatened or endangered species or other significant natural
areas within 3 miles of the Plant include:

1. A l-mile stretch of Big Walnut Creek south of Morse Road
approximately 1 mile north of Gahanna and 4 miles upstream
from AF Plant 85, 1is the habitat of Hiodon tergisus
(Mooneye), a state endangered fish.

2. A 2,000-foot stretch of Big Walnut Creek in Gahanna,
approximately 1 mile northeast of and upstream from AF
Plant 85, is the habitat of Etheostoma macualtum (spotted
darter), a state endangered fish.

3. The Gahanna Woods Natural Preserve, approximately 3 miles
northeast and upstream of AF Plant 85, is owned by the city
of Gahanna Parks. The preserve comprises over 50 acres,
where visitors can enjoy four different habitats. Small
woodland ponds and a button bush swamp-forest rings these
areas, followed by oak/hickory and beech/maple associations
on the higher and drier sites. Woodland wild flowers
include the yellow water crowfoot, Canada 1ilt, swamp
saxifrage, wild hyacinth, skunk cabbage, and trillium. The
preserve also includes an old field community of
goldenrods, sunflowers, and asters.

4. A b-acre area of land immediately south of Gahanna Woods
is the habitat for the Hemidactylium scutatum (four-toed
salamander), a state endangered salamander.

A1l of these areas are upstream and upgradient, but downwind of AF Plant
85; therefore, some Plant activities could affect them.

2.6 CLIMATOLOGY

The climate at AF Plant 85 is, for the most part, temperate continental.
Cool air masses, frequently from central and northwestern Canada, and
occasionally from the Hudson Bay Region during spring months, affect this
region. In the summer months, tropical masses from the Gulf of Mexico reach

Franklin County. The general circulation sometimes brings showers or snow from
the Atlantic.
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Temperature and precipitation data for the region are summarized in Table
2-6. December, January, and February have the lowest normal minimum tempera-
tures; between 20 and 23°F. June, July, and ;hgust have the highest normal
maximum temperatures; between 82 and 85% . The average date of the first
freeze in the fall is October 31, and the average date of the last freezing
temperature in the spring is April 16.

The area does not have distinct "wet" and "dry" seasons, but average
precipitation is generally greater in the spring and early summer than in the
fall. The average annual precipitation is about 37 inches per year with about
28 inches occurring as snowfall. Thunderstorms occur on an average of 42 days
each year, mostly in the summer. Mean annual lake evaporation, commonly used
to estimate the mean annual evapotranspiration rate, is about 33 inches per
year. The difference between the mean annual precipitation and the mean annual
evapotranspiration gives an annual net precipitation of 4 inches per year.

The prevailing wind is from the south-southwest. Average wind speed
ranges between 7 and 10 miles per hour on a monthly basis.
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Table 2-b. METEOROLOGICAL DATA SUMMARY FOR COLUMBUS, Oil10

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Ann.

Temperature(9F)

Record High 74 73 85 89 94 102 100 100 100 90 80 76 102
Record Low -19 -13 -2 14 25 35 43 39 31 20 5 -10 -19
Normal Maximum 36.4 39.2 49.3 62.8 .72.9 81.9 84.8 83.7 77.6 66.4 50.9 138.7 62.}
Normal Minimum 20,4 21.4 29.1 39.5 49.3 58.9 62.4 60.1 52.7 42.0 32.4 22.7 40.9
Normal Mean 28.4 30.3 39.2 51.2 61.1 70.4 73.6 71.9 65.2 54.2 41.7 30.7 51.5

nN
Precipitation (inches) 53
Record Maximum 4.81 2.15 3.40 2.37 2.72 2.93 3.82 3.79 4.86 1.87 2.05 1.74 4.86

(in 24 hours)

Normal Mean 2.87 2.32 3.44 3.71 4.10 4.13 4.21 2.86 2.41 1.89 2.68 2.39 37.01
Mean Snowfall 8.7 6.0 4.6 0.8 Trace 0.0 0.0 0.0 Trace Trace 2.7 5.6 28.4

Period: 1939-1982
Source: United States Department of Commerce, National Climatic Data Center as cited in CH2M-Hill, 1986.
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3.0 FIELD INVESTIGATION PROGRAM
3.1 ORGANIZATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE FIELD PROGRAM

3.1.1 Remedial Investigation

The remedial investigation for the RI/FS Phase II, Stage 2 was based on
the findings and recommendations from the Phase II, Stage 1 investigation at
AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio. A Work Plan (Battelle, 1988a) was generated which
detailed the recommendations and decision rationale for conducting field work,
performing a qualitative risk assessment, developing and screening potential
remedial responses, and determining Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate
Requirements (ARARs) and Data Quality Objectives (DQOs).

Field work began 19 September 1988 and was completed 16 December 1988.
Field work conducted may be found on Table 3-1. The Phase II, Stage 1 report
included a Technical Document to Support No Further Action/Record of Decision
(TDSNFA/ROD) for the Coal Pile, Site 2. Turkey Run (Site 10) was added as a
result of the Stage 2 Pre-survey to the investigations for RI/FS, Stage 2; also,
the decision was made to install and sample perimeter monitoring wells.

The approach for investigating the sites at AF Plant 85, as specified by
the Statement of Work and the Work Plan (Battelle, 1988a) for the RI/FS, Stage
2 investigation, included: installation of groundwater quality monitoring
wells, determination of aquifer properties using slug tests, an aquatics survey,
hand-augered shallow soil borings, 10-foot soil borings drilled by hollow stem
auger, and the collection of soil, sediment, surface water, and groundwater
samples for chemical analyses of selected parameters and for permeability, grain
size distribution, and moisture content of designated soil samples.

3.1.2 Risk Assessment

Risk assessments will be performed as needed on a site;by-site basis,
depending on the level on contamination detected and on the toxicity of the
contaminants identified. The risk assessment will be performed as part of the
remedial investigation, which will aid in determining those sites that carry
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Table 3-1. Field Activities and Samples
by Site, AF Plant 85, Columbus, Ohio

Perimeter
Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 8 Site 10 WeHs.
Soils:
Hand-augered '
# of Boreholes 8
# of Samples 1-2/hole 2-3/hole '
Auger-drilled ~
# of Boreholes 3 1 2 5 7
# of Soil Samples 4/hole 3 .
Converted to monitoring 1 2 5 7 _g
well
Engineering Parameters I
Permeability 1 2 4 X
Grain-size dist. 1 3 6 2 9
Moisture 1 3 6 2 9 .
Sediment 3 2 i
Water: .
Groundwater Sampling ‘
New Wells 1 2 5 7
Existing Wells 3 2 3 1 l
Surface Water 2 2
Slug Test 4 2 8 6 .
Ecology Study 1 .
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potential risk to human health and welfare or the environment from the
contaminants identified at the various sites investigated. According to U.S.
EPA guidance (1988), a risk assessment involves four steps:

1. Hazard Identification: The determination of whether a
particular chemical is or is not causally linked to particular
health effects.

2. Dose-Response Assessment (Exposure): The determination of the
magnitude of exposure and the probability of occurrence of the
health effects in question.

3. Exposure Assessment: The determination of the extent of human
exposure before or after application of regulatory controls.

4, Risk Characterization: The estimation of the potential for
adverse health or environmental effects based on carcinogenic
risks, non-carcinogenic risks, and environmental risks.

3.1.3 Feasibility Study

The primary purpose of the feasibility study process is to develop
remedial alternatives that protect human health and the environment. From U.S.
EPA (1988), three steps are involved in the process:

1. Development of Alternatives: Identify potential treatment
technologies, disposal requirements for residuals or untreated
wastes, and identify action specific ARARs.

2. Screening of Alternatives: Reduce the number of alternatives
for detailed analysis, while preserving a good range of options.

3. Detailed Analysis of Alternatives: The alternatives are further
evaluated using the nine criteria specified by U.S. EPA and
compared against each other.

3.2 DATA QUALITY OBJECTIVES

The development of data quality objectives ensures that the level and
extent of sampling and analysis conducted during the RI/FS, Stage 2 invest-
igation is consistent with the data requirements to produce an adequate
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evaluation of remedial alternatives in the Feasibility Study. A three step
approach to develop the DQOs was used:

0 Initial identification of overall information needs

0 Development of field program to satisfy remaining data needs
once existing information has been reviewed

) Selection of sampling and analytical methods to achieve
objectives of field program.

The Work Plan and the Quality Assurance Program Plan (QAPP) were developed
to meet these objectives.

3.3 IMPLEMENTATION OF THE FIELD PROGRAM AND A SUMMARY OF THE WORK PERFORMED

3.3.1 Time Sequence of the Work Performed

The field investigation for RI/FS Stage 2 began on 19 September 1988 and
was completed in December of the same year.

3.3.2 Identification and Role of Subcontractors

Brown and Caldwell Laboratories from Pasadena, California provided chemi-
cal analyses of all soil, sediment, and water samples. The drilling subcon-
tractor was Mason-de Verteuil of Columbus, Ohio. They also analyzed selected
soil samples for grain size distribution, moisture content, and permeability.
The survey work was performed by John E. Foster Associates of Columbus, Ohio.

3.4 INVESTIGATION METHODS AND SURVEYS CONDUCTED

3.4.1 Surveying of All Sampling Locations

Two pieces of surveying equipment were used by the subcontractor. A
Top-Con AT-F2 was used as a level and a Top-Con GTS-3B was used for measuring
horizontal and vertical distances. A permanent iron pipe marker, placed during
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the Phase II, Stage 1 surveying, is located in the southwest corner of the
facility.

3.4.2 Stream Water Gaging

Stream water gaging was planned for Mason's Run and Turkey Run. Field
activities were performed during the winter months when the streams were at
their lowest flow. Turkey Run was frozen and Mason's Run, although not frozen
at the upstream location, had a negligible flow. The downstream location of
Mason's Run was too narrow to allow for a flow measurement to be taken with the
flow meter. Discharge was measured first by defining the geometry of the
stream, and then the velocity was measured by placing an object at an upstream
point and clocking the time it took to arrive at a specified downstream point.

This procedure was performed several times to achieve as accurate a measurement
as possible.

3.5 DRILLING AND BOREHOLE PROGRAM

3.5.1 Number of Boreholes and Wells Installed

Eighteen (18) boreholes were drilled at AF Plant 85 during the RI/FS,
Stage 2 field investigation. Of these 18 boreholes, 15 were converted to
groundwater monitoring wells and ranged from 14 to 64 feet deep. The boreholes
not completed as monitoring wells were 10 feet deep.

A Central Mine Equipment (CME) 55 drill rig was used to install all
monitoring wells. The technique used was hollow stem augering. The
methodology is detailed in Section 3.5.2 (Monitoring Well Installation). The
auger drilling method was chosen because it allows for a more accurate

description of geologic conditions which aids in determining the presence or
absence of contaminants.

Table 3-2 provides a summary of wells and boreholes drilled in“both field
investigation periods.



Table 3-2. Well Inventory at AF Plant 85

Relative Depth/ Total Depth
Lithology of Depth to Water Level Water Level Depth to
Screened Bedrock where Elevation of Ground Elevation Elevation Drilled Screen
Well Nuaber Survey Coordinate Intervale Known Screened Interval Elevation December 88 March 88 (ft) (ft)
oMl N7789 45 E4176.43 S/0utwash 794.308 to 783.88 804.50 795 14 NA 25.4 10.2
gMw2 N7793.89 E4177.39 D/Transition 772 48 to 751.98 804 .49 795.14 NA §5.4 M5
9uw3 N7458 80 E9197.28 S/Transition 791.82 to 781 32 809.62 788.64 NA 29.0 17 8
M4 N7455.25 E9201.38 D/Outwash 90 790 49 to 769 99 889.69 788.87 NA 4.0 19.1
M5 NB349.70 E9752.19 S/Till 14.8 797 64 to 767.84 805.88 863 58 NA 19 8 8.5
9M¥e N5027.83 E5128.89 S/Titl 791.85 to 781.15 868.32 795 28 NA 19.8 1.5
auN7 N5024 .69 E5129.54 D/0utwash 777.18 to 756.66 800.58 783.72 NA 64.0 23.8
84 N6443 29 E5514.88 S/Transition-Till 797.98 to 787.48 804.30 799.78 NA 21.0 8 4
85 N8448 60 E5513.43 D/Interbedded 773.38 to 752.88 884.30 798.92 NA 61.5 1.0
1" [} N6811.73 ES509.30 D/Outwash 773.99 to 753.49 805.50 787.38 NA 53.9 31.6
87 N8827.91 E5342.04 D/Butwash 773.40 to 752 98 885.98 787.39 NA 54.0 32.5
8M¥8 N6723 @7 £5229.68 D/Outwash 772.68 to 752.08 895.68 787.39 NA 540 33.5 w
: N
5MN3 N7618.38 EB264.81 S/Transition-Till 791.99 to 781 49 805.20 798.34 NA 4.0 15.8
54 N5453.91 E7478 68 S/Transition 783.80 to 773 38 799.48 789.27 NA 29.9 13.1
AMW4 N6464 39 E5236.81 S/Till 791.18 to 780 60 804.68 795.37 NA 24.9 13.5
PG-281 N5775 37 E7518 32 D/Till 769.28 to 759.28 884 83 7681.60 782.48 45.9 28.8
PG-481 N6549.00 E4887.68 S/Till 791.58 to 781.58 884.68 798.63 798.14 27.5 13.8
PG-482 N6758 11 E5054.74 S/Till 801.69 to 791.58 806.50 884.11 866.49 186 5 6.0
PG-4823 N8598.28 E5216.85 D/Outwash 776.28 to 768 28 885.20 787.59 789.49 48.9 29.9
PG-581 N7619 18 EB257.93 D/Interbedded 4590 784.78 to 759.78 884.78 789.35 791 49 45.9 28 0
PG-502 N5455 44 E7473 18 D/Outwash 58 9 775 88 to 745 89 799.38 781.06 778.98 53.6 23.5
PG-801 N666@ 97 E5413.56 D/Interbedded 781.998 to 771.98 804.90 7688 73 796.19 33.9 23.0
PG-882 N6559 88 E5348 31 D/Till 774.80 to 764.88 885 30 787.68 789 28 48.5 38.5
PG-803 N6683 48 E5330.27 S$/Transition 800 20 to 790 20 805.20 806.73 802.68 18.5 5.0
+ Lithologic descriptions. = Deep S = Shallow

Dutwash - well-sorted sand and gravel with minor amounts of silt and/or clay
Transition zone - poorly sorted mixture of sand, silt, and clay with silt the predominant fraction
Till - clay with minor amounts of silt and/or sand
Interbedded - zone where alternating layers of till and outwash are present
NA = Not applicable These wells were installed in winter 1988
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Figure 3-1 illustrates a typical above- and below-ground completion for
the shallow wells, while Figure 3-2 illustrates a typical above- and below-

ground completion for the deeper wells.

3.5.2 Monitoring Well Installation

Fifteen (15) monitoring wells were installed at AF Plant 85 during the
RI/FS, Stage 2 investigation. All the wells were completed with 2-inch
Schedule 40 PVC with 0.010 inch screened slots. Eight shallow wells were
constructed with an average depth of 24 feet. These shallow wells had 10-foot
sections of screen with 5 to 8 feet of the screen in the saturated zone. The
seven deeper wells were constructed at an average depth of 52 feet. These
wells had 10- to 20-foot screened sections, depending on the thickness of the
saturated zone. Table 3-3 lists the monitoring wells installed during both
stages of study and the lithologic facies in which they were screened.

After a decision was made on the length of the screen to use in the well,
the blank PVC casing, screened section, and end cap were lowered down through
the augers in sections and attached together using flush-threaded casing. In
some cases, the deeper holes had to be held open by water due to heaving sands

entering the auger. The sand inflow prevented the placement of the well casing
at the desired depth.

Drilling of the deep wells was begun using 12-inch OD augers. When the
confining Tayer was first encountered, a permanent 8-inch 0D PVC conductor was
positioned in the borehole. This prevented cross contamination from the upper
water-bearing zone to the lower one. The conductor pipe section was filled
with grout and aliowed to harden overnight. The grout provided an additional
seal between the upper and lower aquifers. Eight-inch augers were used to
drill the grout plug and, subsequently, into the deeper water-bearing zone.
Split-spoon samples and Organic Vapor Analyzer (OVA) readings were taken every
5 feet during the course of the drilling and detailed lithologic descriptions

were recorded in the drilling log. Typical well constructions are illustrated
in Figures 3-1 and 3-2.
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Table 3-3. Borehole Inventory at AF Plant 85 .
Total -
Bore Number Survey Coordinates Elevation Depth
384 N71468.46 E6350.50 805.01 10.0 .
385 N7148.80 E6354.93 805.03 10.0
386 N7148.59 E6359.09 805.04 10.0 l
387 N7159.09 E6359.97 805.07 ' 2.0 4
388 N7159.38 £6355.27 805.10 5.0
389 N7159.28 €6350.20 805.03 5.0
3810 N7156.94 E6349.98 804.86 4.0 .
3811 N7156.62 E6355.30 805.06 2.0 -
3812 N7159.23 E6347.91 805.06 3.0
3813 N7156.78 E&348.19 804.84 2.0 .
3814 N7154.50 E6348.27 804.80 2.0 mad
3815 N7155.72 E6359.49 805.01 3.5
$0301 N7156.10 E6341.10 804.82 4.0 .
0302 N7159.70 E6346.50 805.01 6.5
$S0303 N7155.20 E6351.60 804.99 4.5 ;
$0401 N6568.55 ES5171.68 805.25 16.5 .
S0402 N6640.70 ES078.90 804.98 16.5 —
$0403 N6590.11 ES5218.18 805.31 16.5

Note: All elevations are given in feet above mean sea level.
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A1l wells were constructed so that the top of the screen was positioned
approximately 2 feet above the saturated zone. Once the screen was positioned,
the sand pack which consisted of 55-65 grade quartz sand, was slowly poured
down the inside of the augers, until approximately 2 feet of sand filled the
inside of the auger. The augers were slowly retracted, allowing the sand to
settle into the auger hole. The sand pack was built up to a level of 2 feet
above the top of the screen. Bentonite pellets were added above the sand pack,
creating a seal which would stop infiltrating water. Finally, a Type 1
Portland cement/bentonite grout was added from the top of the bentonite seal
to the ground surface.

After the monitoring well had been grouted to the surface, the PVC casing
was cut approximately 2 feet above ground surface. The PVC casing was fitted
with a Tocking cap. An 8-inch diameter protective steel casing with a locking
1id was positioned over the PVC casing and grouted into place. Finally, three
protective steel posts were positioned around the well.

Where well "stick-up" was a concern, a flush mount was constructed. For
flush mount completion, the PVC casing was cut approximately 0.5 foot bgs.
The 8-inch protective steel casing was then positioned around the PVC casing
so that the top of this casing was a few inches below the ground surface. A
protective casing (Christy Box), with Tocking cover installed flush with ground
level, was placed around the PVC casing and the protective steel casing and
grouted into place. This type of protective casing is used when above ground
completion would hinder activities in the area. Cement was placed around the
outside of the Christy Box.

3.5.3 Monitoring Well Development

The 15 auger-drilled monitoring wells were developed using a decontam-
inated 4-foot-long stainless-steel bailer and/or a TIMCO airlift pump. The
procedure began by removing the PVC cap and monitoring the ambient air with
the OVA. All data were recorded on well development sheets. Prior to
beginning well development, water Tevel and well depth, or depth to sediment,
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were measured to the nearest hundredth of a foot. The measurements were taken
using a Solinst water level detector. These data were used to calculate the
water volume in the well. The wells were developed until a minimum of four
well volumes of water were removed or the temperature, pH, and conductivity had
stabilized using the following criteria: temperature, 10.5°C; pH, +0.1 units;
and specific conductance, +10 pmhos/cm (unless the specific conductance was
greater than 1,000 gmhos/cm, in which case the value needed to be within 10%
of the preceding value). Those wells with low recharge capacity due to
properties of the formation, which were not able to meet the above criteria,
were developed until dry. In those wells with a high recharge capacity, an air
1ift pump was used for development. This allowed fine-grained materials to be
removed from the sand pack, as well as for stabilization of the development
parameters. The water level and well depth were measured upon completion of
development.

3.5.4 Slug Tests

Slug tests were performed on monitoring wells PG201, PG401, PG402, PG403,
PG502, PG801, PG802, PG8O3, 4MW4, SMW4, 8MW4, 8MWS, 8MW6, 8MW7, 8MW8, 9IMW3,
9MW4, 9MW5, 9MW6, and 9MW7. A Hermit-1000B data logger recorded the data
gathered on site. A pressure transducer was used in the well to measure
changes in water level. A Solinst water level meter was used for initial
sounding of the well. The slug used was a 6-foot by l-inch rod. A slug this
size will displace approximately 1.5 feet of water in a 2-inch diameter well.

A1l slug tests were performed on wells after their development. The
procedure began by removing the PVC cap and monitoring the ambient air with
the OVA. Static water level was measured to the nearest hundredth of a foot.
The pressure transducer was then placed in the well and the water level was
allowed to equilibrate to static water level. The reference water level on
the data logger was set to a datum of 100.0 feet corresponding to the static
water level. The slug was then placed in the well and again the water level
was allowed to equilibrate. The slug was then rapidly pulled out of the well,
causing the water level to drop quickly and then to rise to static water level.
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The data logger recorded the changing water level at periodic time intervals
from the time the slug was removed until static water level was achieved.

The operation of the Hermit 1000B provided for 10 different tests. Within
each test were 5 different steps, each of which were used to record data from
a single slug test.

The data were loaded from the Hermit-DM to Lotus 1-2-3 files on a IBM-PC
compatible computer. The data were analyzed to determine hydraulic conduc-
tivities. Three different methods were used to analyze hydraulic conduc-
tivities: 1) the Bouwer and Rice (1976) method was used for the shallow wells
screened primarily in the till, 2) the Papadopolus, et al. (1967) method was
used for the deep wells screened primarily in the outwash, and 3) the Hvorslev
method (Fetter, 1988) was used for all the wells. The data and analyses may
be found in Appendix D. Analysis of slug tests assumes that the displaced
water goes into the surrounding formation and therefore the recovery of the
water is dependent on the properties of the formation. This assumption may not
be valid if the diameter of the well is much smaller than that of the drilled
hole, which has been backfilled with clean sand. In this case, a determination
would be based on the hydraulic conductivity of the sand, rather than the

formation.

3.6 SAMPLING PROGRAM

The field activities conducted and types of samples collected at each site
are listed in Table 3-1. The procedures used for each sample method are
presented in the following sections.

3.6.1 Sample Types and Methodology

3.6.1.1 Soil Sampling Using the Split Spoon Sampling Method

The following methodology was applied to soil sampling in the boreholes.
The boreholes were drilled with 8- and 12-inch outer diameter (0D) augers. OVA
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readings were taken every 5 feet. Split-spoon samples were taken every 5 feet,
except when saturated sands heaving into the auger prevented the collection of
a split-spoon sample that was representative of that interval. The samples
were containerized in laboratory-cleaned glass sample jars with teflon-lined
lids, labeled, and placed in ice packed coolers. Shelby tube samples were
taken from intervals which showed the highest OVA readings or a soil/
groundwater interface, or from samples which showed signs of unnatural discol-
oration. The ends of the tubes were sealed using melted paraffin. Samples
were than transported to the field office where they were refrigerated until
shipment. A1l data were recorded on borehole log forms.

3.6.1.2 Soil Sampling Using the Hand Auger Method

A total of 29 shallow soil samples were collected from a PCB spill site
at the facility. The samples were typically collected as composite soils from
0 to 5 feet bgs. Sample locations were based on information gathered during
the Phase 1 and Phase II, Stage 1 studies.

The equipment used for this soil sampling included: a decontaminated 3.5-
inch by 6.0-inch stainless-steel hand bucket auger, a stainless-steel spoon,
aluminum foil, and the OVA. The hole was advanced by augering the bucket auger
into the soil. The OVA was used to monitor the ambient air to identify the
presence of potentially hazardous gases emitted from the hole. Shallow soil
samples were taken at specified intervals throughout the borehole. The samples
were collected in glass jars and sealed with teflon-lined caps.

3.6.1.3 Monitoring Well Purging and Sampling

The newly installed monitoring wells were allowed to stabilize for a
minimum of three days after development before samples were collected. Based
on information gathered during the Stage 1 investigation, groundwater sampling
proceeded from an area with low levels of contamination to areas with higher
levels of contamination to minimize cross contamination between wells.
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A1l data were recorded on well purging and sampling forms. OVA readings
were taken from the top of the PVC casing in each monitoring well upon first
removal of the well cap. Depth to water and total depth were then measured
using the Solinst water level detector. These measurements were used to
calculate the volume of water in the well and the required purging volume.
A1l wells were purged with a 4-foot-long stainless-steel bailer. Monofila-
ment nylon line was used to raise and lower the bailer from the well. The
wells were purged until a minimum of three well volumes were removed and/or
temperature, pH, and conductivity had stabilized, using the following criteria:
temperature, iO.SC; pH, #0.1 wunit; and conductivity, +10 pumhos/cm. A
preference was given to removing three well volumes although, when this was
not possible due to low recharge capacity, the well was considered purged when
the parameters had stabilized. Immediately after purging was completed, a
second water level measurement was taken. At this point, the well was ready
for sampling.

A 2-foot teflon bailer secured with monofilament nylon line was used to
collect the groundwater samples. Samplers wore non-sterile surgical type
gloves whenever handling the bailer or sample bottles. Sample bottle types,
sizes, and appropriate preservations are listed in Table 3-4. Each sample
bottle was rinsed thoroughly with sample water before being filled. The first
bottles to be filled were those to be analyzed for volatile organics. The 40
ml vials had septum caps allowing them to be sealed leaving no head space. As
a preservative, four drops of hydrochloric acid were placed in the vial prior
to adding sample water. All other preservatives used were introduced after
the bottle was filled. All sample jars were labeled with the following
information: client and location, date and time sample, sample identification
code, samplers' initials, analysis to be performed, site and sample location,
and preservatives used. After all of the bottles for a sample had been filled,
labeled, properly preserved, and sealed with tape, they were put into a cooler
packed with ice. Electrical tape was used to seal the lids on the sample
containers except in the case of the 40 ml VOA vials where the tape could be
a possible source of contamination. Samples were packed and shipped in
accordance with procedures outlined in the QAPP, Section 1.6.3.
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Table 3-4. Sample Containers, Preservation Methods, and Holding Times l
CONTAINER PRESER- HOLDING .
PARAMETER MATERIAL VATION TIME METHOD '
Hater .
Halogenated Glass vial 40C; 14 days SW8o10
Volatile Teflon- 4 drops
Organics lined Septa HCL
Aromatic Glass vial 49C; 14 days SW8020
Volatile Teflon- 4 drops
Organics lined Septa HCL .
Semi-Volatile Amber glass 40C Extract 7 SW8270
Organics Teflon cap days; ana- .
liner 1yze 40 days -
Total Plastic 40C 7 days EPA 160.1 :
Dissolved or glass .
Solids (TDS)
Metals Plastic 49C; HNO 6 months SWe010
(except Hg) or glass to pH < % l
Hg Plastic 49C; HNO 38 days (glass) SW7470
or glass to pH < g 13 days (plastic) .
Lead Plastic HNO3 to 6 months SW7421 |
or glass pH < 2
Common Plastic 40C 28 days EPA 300 '
Anions or glass
Soi1 .
Halogenated Wide-mouth 40C 14 days SW8240
Volatile glass jar with .
teflon liner l
Aromatic Wide-mouth 40¢ 14 days SW8240 ‘
Volatile glass jar with
Organics teflon liner
PCBs Wide-mouth 40C Extract 14 days; SW8080 .
glass jar with analyze 40 days .
teflon liner
Metals Wide-mouth 40¢ 6 months SW6010 o
(except Hg) glass jar with '
teflon liner
Hg Wide-mouth 40C 28 days SW7471 j
glass jar with ‘
teflon liner
Lead Wide-mouth 49C 6 months SW7420
glass jar with
teflon liner
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3.6.1.4 Sediment Sampling

Five sediment samples were taken at the facility. Two were taken from
Turkey Run and three were collected from Mason's Run. Two sample retrieving
methods were employed. The first method was used where samplers could easily
enter the stream. A stainless-steel spoon was used to scoop the sediments from
the stream bed. Where the samplers could not easily enter the stream, a Ponar
grab sampler was used. A Ponar grab is a clamshell-type scoop activated by a
counter lever system. The shell is opened and latched in place and slowly
lowered through overlying liquids to the depth of the sediment being sampled.
When tension is released on the lowering cable, the latch releases and the
lifting action of the cable on the lever system closes the clamshell. The
sediments were retrieved from the Ponar and placed into a stainless-steel
container where they were homogenized.

The sediments were then placed in glass jars and sealed with teflon-lined
caps. When the jar was filled and capped, labeling was completed, noting the
date and time of sample collection as well as sample number, sampler, chemical
preservatives added, and the appropriate chemical parameters for analysis. The
jars were then placed in an ice-packed cooler. After all the jars for Bne
sampling suite had been filled, they were transported to the field office where
they were refrigerated until shipment.

3.6.1.5 Surface Water Sampling

Surface water samples were collected at four locations at the facility.
A1l samples collected were grab samples. Two samples were collected from
Turkey Run and two from Mason's Run. Downstream samples were taken first,

followed by the upstream samples, to create as little disturbance in the stream
as possible.

After the sample bottles had been rinsed with stream water, the bottles
were submersed just below the water surface of the stream being sampled.
Sample bottles with septum caps were used to preserve samples to be analyzed
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for volatile organics. Immediately after each bottle was filled and capped,
labeling was completed, noting the date and time of sample collection as well
as sample number, sampler, chemical preservatives added, and the appropriate
chemical parameters for analysis. The bottles were then placed in an ice-
packed cooler. After all the bottles for one sampling suite had been filled,
they were transported to the field office where they were refrigerated until
shipment. The only deviation from this sampling procedure was the way in which
the volatile organic samples were handled. The preservative was put into the
40 ml glass vials prior to sampling. The lids were not taped because the
adhesive on the tape could possibly contaminate the sample. Sampies were

packed and shipped in accordance with procedures outlined in the QAPP, Section
1.6.3.

3.6.1.6 Biological Sampling .

An aquatic survey of Mason's Run was conducted on 7 October 1988. Two
sites were sampled, including a site upstream of the facility and one
downstream of the facility. Site selection criteria included: 1) the presence
of natural substrates, 2) a water depth that would cover the hester-dendy
samplers used to sample benthic communities (ca. 0.15 m), and 3) similar
habitats between the upstream and downstream sites. The upstream portion of
Mason's Run that was within the confines of the Plant (between the North Access
Road and the point where Mason's Run goes underground) was located in a field.
_ It had concrete banks except for a small segment near the point where Mason's

Run goes underground, which was chosen to meet the site selection criteria
stated above.

Mason's Run downstream of the AF Plant 85 had two potential sampling
locations: a short segment upstream of Fifth Avenue and a segment between
Fifth Avenue and a set of railroad tracks. The segment upstream of Fifth
Avenue was not selected due to its concrete bottom and lack of natural
substrate. The segment between Fifth Avenue and the railroad tracks, which
was surrounded by woods, was selected as the second sampling location because
it had a natural substrate, water depth adequate to cover the hester-dendy
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samplers, and because it was not affected by any activities associated with
the railroad.

During the sampling period (7 October 1988 through 11 November 1988),
three sampling methods were used to assess the aquatic organisms. These
included: 1) seining to determine if fish were present at the site and, if
present, the numbers and species composition, 2) hester-dendy multiple plate
samplers for benthic organisms that colonize, and 3) Ponar grab samples for
benthic organisms inhabiting the substrates. Seining was done for a 15-minute
period using a 6-foot wide seine (mesh size 1/8 inch). Ten hester-dendy
samplers were used per site and the samplers were attached to 20-pound concrete
patio blocks. At each site, two concrete blocks were used and on each block,
5 samplers attached using nylon ties. On 11 November 1988 the samplers were
retrieved from Mason's Run and 6 of the 10 samplers were manually cleaned and
sieved through a 40 mesh sieve. Even though only 6 hester-dendy samplers were
needed, 10 samplers were placed in the field to provide insurance that, in the
event some of the samplers became covered with sediments from storm events, at
least 6 sediment-free samplers would be available for investigating colonizing
benthic organisms. The organisms collected from the 6 randomly selected
samplers were then preserved in 70% ethyl alcohol and identified to, at most,
a generic level in the laboratory using keys from Pennak (1978), Parrish
(1975), and Usinger (1956).

Five Ponar grab samples using a petite Ponar (6 inches x 6 inches) were
collected at each site. These samples were processed at the time of collection
in a fashion similar to those described above for the hester-dendy samplers.

3.6.1.7 Drum Sampling

The QAPP prescribed that all soil cuttings generated at the PCB spill site
during the field sampling effort would be placed in a 55-gallon drum. At the
end of the drilling phase of work, two composite samples were collected from
the drum. The sample was collected using a decontaminated 4-foot stainless-
steel bai]eﬁ) stainless-steel spoon, and aluminum foil. The bailer was driven
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into the cuttings in various sections of the drum where the soil coliected in
the bailer chamber. The soil was removed and homogenized.

3.6.2 Sample Preservation Methods, Required Containers, and Holding Times

Table 3-4 lists the sample type, preservative used, container used and
required, and the holding times.

3.6.3 Quality Control Samples

Two types of quality control samples were prepared for water samples:
field duplicates and blanks. One duplicate was randomly taken for every ten
water samples collected. The samples were submitted as blind duplicate
samples. This allowed for the precision of the laboratory to be tested. Three
types of blanks were used to ensure that the sample collection and handling
process had not affected the quality of the samples. Trip blanks were used on
a frequency of one per shipping batch. These samples were transported to the
sampling site and subsequently handled as a sample. Equipment blanks were used
to ensure that the sampling devices were effectively decontaminated. Equipment
blanks were issued one per each ten samplés collected. One ambient condition
blank was collected for this round of sampling. The sample bottles were filled
at the site and handled as a sample. All blanks used ASTM Type Il reagent
water,

Replicate samples were prepared to fulfill quality control requirements
for soil samples. Split-spoon samples were collected and divided into two
equal parts for analysis. Sample numbers were adjusted to make field
replicates indistinguishable from standard samples to personnel performing the
analyses.
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3.7 LABORATORY PROGRAM

3.7.1 Laboratory Identification
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Brown and Caldwell Laboratories analyzed soil, sediment, surface water,
and groundwater samples for the presence of organic and inorganic compounds.

3.7.2 Description of Laboratory Equipment

3.7.2.1 Gas Chromatograph/Mass Spectrometers (GC/MS), Methods 8240 and 8270

The seven GC/MS instruments include:
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Two Finnigan 4000 series GC/MS systems interfaced with Data
General Nova 4X computers and 70-megabyte Winchester disk
drives, provide data acquisition, quantitation and
reporting capabilities. Finnigan Software is available to
produce EPA Contract Lab Program data reporting forms when
required by project-specific DQOs. Streamer tape
capability provides data archival ability. Both
instruments are equipped with Tekmar volatile 1iquid sample
concentrators. One instrument is equipped with a Tekmar
ten-sample autosampler. Each instrument has packed and
capillary column capability, while cryogenic oven cooling
can meet specialized procedure needs.

One Finnigan INCOS-50 GC/MS with a Model 10/SP Data General
desktop computer was used with a 70-megabyte Winchester
drive, floppy disk and a 1/4-inch cipher cartridge tape
drive data storage. The MS is interfaced with an HP 5890
GC and Tekmar's LSC 2000 and ALS 2016. The HP 5890 is
configured to do both packed column and capillary column.

One Finnigan OWA/1050 GC/MS was interfaced with a Nova 4C
computer utilizing a 70-megabyte Winchester disk drive for
data collection. This system also employs 5.5 REV
Superincos Finnigan software. A 1/4-inch cartridge tape
drive is used for long-term data storage. The GC/MS
instrument can be configured in capillary or packed column
modes.

One Finnigan Model 5100EF GC/MS was interfaced with a Data
General Nova 4X computer utilizing a 70-megabyte Winchester
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disk drive and a 1/4-inch cartridge cipher tape drive for
longer data storage. The 5100EF is equipped with a Model
8600 series auto-sampler.

5. One HP 5988A mass spectrometer is interfaced with an HP
5890 gas chromatograph and a 7673A autosampler, allowing
automated capillary analysis of extractable compounds.

6. One HP 5970 MSD mass spectrometer and one 5890 gas
chromatograph are interfaced with Tekmar 2000 Series liquid
sample concentrator and autosampler modules, allowing
automated volatile sample analysis. The 5970/ 5890 can be
configured for either packed or capillary column operation.
Cryogenic focusing of purged compounds and cryogenic oven
cooling are used.

3.7.2.1.1 Frequency and Type of QA/QC, Method 8240. Instrument
sensitivity is checked with BFB (p-bromofluorobenzene) every 12 hours of
operation. Retention time, peak area and shape, and isotope ratios are
examined. A mass calibration is then performed with perfluorotributylamine.
The initial calibration of the GC/MS is conducted as necessary, using five
concentrations. Response factors of five system performance check compounds
(SPCCs) and six calibration check compounds (CCCs) are examined. The SPCC
response factors must exceed 0.300 (except for bromoform at 0.250). The
deviation of the CCC response factors from the average response factor must be
less than 30%. A continuing calibration check is run every 12 hours. The SPCC
response factors must meet the same criteria as in the initial calibration, and
the CCC response factors may not deviate more than 25% from the average
response factor of the initial calibration. Analysis may proceed if the SPCC
and the CCC criteria are met for eight out of 11 compounds. The internal
standard calibration method is used to quantitate samples.

3.7.2.1.2 Frequency and Type of QA/QC, Method 8270. Instrument
sensitivity is checked with DFTPP (decafluorotriphenylphosphine) every 12 hours
of operation. Retention time, peak area and shape, and isotope ratios are
examined. A mass calibration is then performed with perfluorotributylamine.
The initial calibration of the GC/MS is conducted as necessary, using five
concentrations. Response factors of four system performance check compounds
(SPCCs) and 13 calibration check compounds (CCCs) are examined. The SPCC
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response factors must exceed 0.050. The deviation of the CCC response factors
from the average response factor must be less than 30%. A continuing
calibration check is run every 12 hours. The SPCC response factors must meet
the same criteria as in the initial calibration, and the CCC response factors
may not deviate more than 25% from the average response factor of the initial
calibration. Analysis may proceed if the SPCC and CCC criteria are met for 13
out of 17 compounds. The internal standard calibration method is used to
quantitate samples.

3.7.2.2 Gas Chromatographs (GC) Methods 8010 and 8020

Selective-detector gas chromatography is employed to solve a variety of
analytical problems in which components of a general chemical class must be
distinguished from background materials not having the class-specific
properties. Of the more than 20 gas chromatographs currently in use in the
laboratories, most are supplied by Hewlett Packard or Varian manufacturers.

1. Hewlett Packard GCs:

Hewlett Packard 5890 with headspace autosampler (2)

Hewlett Packard 5830 with HP 7672A autosampler )

Hewlett Packard 5840 with HP 7672A autosampier

Hewlett Packard 5890 with Tekmar ALS/LSC-2

Hewlett Packard 5880 with HP 7672A autosampler

Hewlett Packard 5890 with HNU, PID, and ECD with Tekmar SD10
desorber

Hewlett Packard 5890 with FID, ECD, and autosampler

Hewlett Packard 5890 with FID, PID, and autosampler

Hewlett Packard 5890 with Dual ECDs and autosampler.

2. Varian GCs:

Varian 3700 with 8000 Model autosampler

Varian 3400 with 8000 Model autosampler (2)

Varian 3400 with 8034 Model autosampler

Varian 3400 with purge and trap

Varian 2700

Varian 1400

Varian 3400 with Tracor 700A hall detector and Tracor Model 703
PID '

Varian 3700
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Varian 3400 with Tekmar ALS/LSC-2
Varian 3400 with HP headspace analyzer.

The GCs are equipped with a wide variety of detectors, including the
following:

1. Flame ionization detector. Nonselective; for fuel
fingerprinting and odor pattern matching.

2. Thermal conductivity detector. Nonselective; for analyzing
methane, carbon dioxide, and other gases.

3. Electron capture detector. Moderately selective; for
electron capturing components such as organo-chlorine
pesticides, PCB, and phthalates.

4. Flame photometric detector. Selective; for phosphorus or
sulfur-containing organics such as organo-phosphorus
pesticides or sulfur gases.

5. Hall detector. When operated in the ha]ogen mode, highly
selective for compounds such as trihalomethanes and
chlorinated solvents.

6. Photoionization detector. Selective; for photoionizable
components such as aromatic solvents, esters, and
unsaturates.

3.7.2.2.1 Frequency and Type of QA/AC, Methods 8010 and 8020. Initial
calibration is performed with a minimum of three concentrations. The
calibration curve must have a correlation factor of 0.990 or greater. Prior
to running samples each day, a continuing calibration standard is run. The
difference between the average response factor of the initial standard curve
and the response factor of the continuing calibration must fall within the

limits established by the method. The internal standard calibration method is
used to quantitate samples.

3.7.2.3 Inductively Coupled Plasma Spectrometer (ICP), Method 6010

1. The Perkin-Elmer Plasma II inductively coupled plasma
spectrometer is equipped with a Perkin-Elmer Model 7500
computer with color graphics for full automation of sample
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processing and data handling. Supported with a PR210 dot-
matrix color printer, the instrument is capable of
determining up to 15 different trace metals in a single
analysis. '

2. The ARL Model 3410 inductively coupled plasma spectrometer
is equipped with advanced software to maximize data
handling. It is also capable of determining multiple
elements in rapid sequence.

3.7.2.3.1 Frequency and Type of QA/QC, Method 6010. A calibration curve
of three standards is run daily, prior to analysis of samples. Afterwards, a
single standard is run every ten samples. The apparent concentration of this
standard must lie within 10% of the true concentration. Standards are prepared
by diluting mixed-element concentrates, which are themselves prepared from
commercially available solutions. The concentrations of the commercial
standards are checked quarterly against an EPA or NBS check solution.

3.7.2.4 Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometers, Methods
7420, 7421, 7470, 7060, and 7760

The seven instruments in use include Perkin Elmer models 5100, 5000, 3030,
2380 (2), 460, and 503, which are equipped to perform flame, graphite furnace,
gaseous hydride, and cold vapor analyses. The PE 5100, 5000, and 3030 all have
Zeeman background correction systems.

3.7.3 Laboratory QA/QC Program

Table 3-5 lists all of the method detection limits and control limits for
all of the analytical parameters (except metals) sampled at AF Plant 85. Table
3-6 lists the method detection limits and control limits for metals.
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Table 3-5. Method Detection Limits and Control Limits
for Analytical Parameters (Except Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85

METHOD DETECTION QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLES
ANALYTICAL LIMIT CONTROL LIMITS
PARAMETERS WATER SOIL SOI%/?ATER
%
Total Dissolved Solids 10 mg/L
Common Anions 0.5 mg/L
PURGEABLE HALOCARBONS ug/L mg/kg
METHOD SW8010
Bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)ether 5 0.1
Bromobenzene 5 0.1
Bromodichloromethane 0.5 0.1 42 - 172
Bromoform 1 0.1 13 - 159
Bromomethane 6 0.1 D - 144
Carbon tetrachloride 0.6 0.1 43 - 143
Chlorobenzene 1.2 0.1 38 - 150
Chloroethane 3 0.1 46 - 137
Chloroform 0.2 0.1 49 - 133
1-Chlorohexane 5 0.1
2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether 0.7 0.1 14 - 186
Chloromethane 0.4 0.1 D - 193
Chlorotoluene (total) 10 0.1
Dibromochloromethane 0.5 0.1 24 - 191
Dibromomethane 5 0.1
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.5 0.1 D - 208
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 1 0.1 7 - 187
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.5 0.1 42 - 143
Dichlorodifluoromethane 9 0.1
1,1-Dichloroethane 0.4 0.1 47 - 132
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.2 0.1 51 - 147
1,1-Dichloroethene 0.7 0.1 28 - 167
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.5 0.1 38 - 155
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.5 0.1 44 - 156
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 22 - 178
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 2 0.1 22 - 178
Methylene chloride 2 0.1 25 - 162
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 0.1
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.2 0.1 8 - 184
Tetrachloroethene 0.2 0.1 26 - 162
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 0.5 0.1 41 - 138
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 0.5 0.1 39 - 136
Trichloroethene 0.6 0.1 35 - 146
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 0.1 21 - 156
Trichloropropane 5 0.1
Vinyl chloride 0.6 0.1 28 - 163
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Table 3-5. Method Detection Limits and Control Limits
for Analytical Parameters (Except Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85 (Continued)

METHOD DETECTION QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLES

.. e

N B

]
1

-.\

) FE PRy ey o
- s ‘”‘(”- ) - - _‘I
§ ~ s

T B

ANALYTICAL LIMIT CONTROL LIMITS
PARAMETERS WATER SOIL SOIL/WATER
(%)
PURGEABLE AROMATIC VOLATILES ug/L mg/kg
METHOD SW5030/SW8020
Benzene 0.7 0.2 39 - 150
Chlorobenzene 1 0.2 55 - 135
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2 0.2 37 - 154
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 2 0.2 50 - 141
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.5 0.2 42 - 143
Ethylbenzene 32 - 160
Toluene 1 0.2 46 - 148
Xylenes 2 0.2
ORGANOCHLORINE PESTICIDES (PCBs) ug/L mg/kg
METHOD SW3510/SW8080 (W)
SW3550/SW8080(S)
Aroclor-1260 1 0.2 8 - 127
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS ug/L mg/ kg
METHOD SW3510/8270(W)
SW3550/8270(S)
Acenaphthene 10 0.5 47 - 145
Acenaphthylene 50 2.5 33 - 145
Acetophenone 50 2.5
Aniline 50 2.5
Anthracene 10 0.5 27 - 133
Benzidine 50 2.5
Benzo(a)anthracene 10 0.5 33 - 143
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 10 0.5 24 - 159
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 10 0.5 11 - 162
Benzo(ghi)perylene 10 0.5 D - 219
Benzo(a)pyrene 10 0.5 17 - 163
Benzylbutyiphthyl Ether 12 - 158
Benzyl alcohol 20 1.0
bis(2-Chloroethoxy)methane 10 0.5 33 - 184
bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 10 0.5
bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)ether 10 0.5 36 - 166
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 10 0.5 8 - 158
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 10 0.5 53 - 127
Butyl benzyl phthalate 10 0.5
4-Chloroaniline 20 1.0
1-Chloronaphthalene 50 2.5
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Table 3-5. Method Detection Limits and Control Limits
for Analytical Parameters (Except Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85 (Continued)

METHOD DETECTION QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLES
ANALYTICAL ~ LIMIT CONTROL LIMITS
PARAMETERS WATER SOIL SOIL/?ATER
(%

SEMIVOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS

(Cont’d.)
2-Chloronaphthalene 10 0.5 60 - 118
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether 10 0.5 25 - 158
Chrysene 10 0.5 17 - 168
Dibenz(a,j)acridine 50 2.5
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 10 0.5 D - 227
Dibenzofuran 10 0.5
Di-n-butylphthalate 10 0.5 1 - 118
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 5 0.5 32 - 129
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 5 0.5 D - 172
1,4-Dichlorobenzene * 5 0.5 20 - 124
3,3’-Dichlorobenzidine 20 0.5 D - 262
Diethyl phthalate 20 0.5 D - 114
7,12-Dimethylbenz(a)anthracene 50 2.5
Dimethyl phthalate 10 0.5 D - 112
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 10 0.5 39 - 139
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 10 0.5 50 - 158
Diphenylamine 50 0.5
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 50 2.5
Di-n-octyl phthalate 10 0.5 4 - 156
Fluoranthene 10 0.5 26 - 137
Fluorene 10 0.5
Hexachlorobenzene 10 0.5 D - 152
Hexachlorobutadiene 10 0.5 24 - 116
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 10 0.5
Hexachloroethane 10 0.5 40 - 113
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 10 0.5 D - 171
[sophorone 10 0.5 21 - 196
3-Methylcholanthrene 50 2.5
2-Methylnaphthalene 10 0.5
Naphthalene 10 0.5 21 - 133
2-Nitroaniline 50 2.5
3-Nitroaniline 50 2.5
4-Nitroaniline 50 2.5
Nitrobenzene 10 0.5 35 - 180
n-Nitrosodimethylamine 50 2.5
n-Nitrosodiphenylamine 10 0.5
n-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 10 0.5 D - 230
Pentachlorobenzene 50 2.5
Pentachloronitrobenzene 50 2.5
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for Analytical Parameters (Except Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85 (Continued)
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Method Detection Limits and Control Limits

METHOD DETECTION

QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLES

ANALYTICAL LIMIT CONTROL LIMITS
PARAMETERS WATER SOIL SOIL/?ATER
(%
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS
(Cont’d.)
Phenanthrene 10 0.5 54 - 120
Pyrene 10 0.5 52 - 115
1,2,4,5-Tetrachlorobenzene 50 2.5
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 10 0.5 44 - 142
Benzoic acid 50 2.5
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 10 0.5 22 - 147
2-Chlorophenol 10 0.5 23 - 134
2,4-Dichlorophenol 10 0.5 39 - 135
2,6-Dichlorophenol 50 2.5
2,4-Dimethylphenol 10 0.5 32 - 119
2-Methy1-4,6-dinitrophenol 50 1.5 D - 181
2,4-Dinitrophenol 50 1.5 D - 191
2-Methylphenol 10 0.5
4-Methylphenol 10 0.5
2-Nitrophenol 10 0.5 29 - 182
4-Nitrophenol 50 2.5 D - 132
Pentachlorophenol 30 1.5 14 - 176
Phenol 10 0.5 5 - 112
2,3,4,6-Tetrachlorophenol 50 2.5
2,3,5-Trichlorophenol 50 1.5
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 10 0.5 37 - 144
VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS (VOCs) ug/L mg/kg
METHOD SW8240
Acetone 50 6.3
Acrolein 10 1.3
Acrylonitrile 10 1.3
Benzene 3 0.4 37 - 151
Bromodichloromethane 5 0.6 35 - 155
Bromoform 5 0.6 45 - 169
Bromomethane 10 1.3 D - 242
2-Butanone 50 6.3
Carbon disulfide 5 0.6
Carbon tetrachloride 3 0.4 70 - 140
Chlorobenzene 5 0.6 37 - 160
Chlorodibromomethane 5 0.6
Chloroethane 10 1.3
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Table 3-5. Method Detection Limits and Control Limits
for Analytical Parameters (Except Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85 (Continued)

METHOD DETECTION QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLES
ANALYTICAL LIMIT CONTROL LIMITS
PARAMETERS WATER SOIL SOIIE/t;IATER .7
% I
VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPQUNDS (VOCs) .
(Cont’d.) o
2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether 10 1.3 D - 305 l?
Chloroform 5 0.6 51 - 138 ;
Chloromethane 10 1.3 D - 273
Dibromomethane 10 1.3
Dibromochloromethane 53 - 149 .
Dichlorodifluoromethane 10 1.3
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 18 - 190 :
1.3-Dichlorobenzene 59 - 156 lf
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 18 - 190 |
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 1.6 59 - 155
1,2-Dichloroethane .3 0.4 49 - 155 3
1,1-Dichloroethene 3 0.4 D - 234 .
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 0.6 54 - 156
1,2-Dichloropropane 5 0.6 D - 210 )
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 5 0.6 D - 227 '
trans-1,2-Dichloropropene 5 0.6 17 - 183 -
Ethylbenzene 5 0.6 37 - 162
2-Hexanone 50 6.3 |
Iodomethane 10 1.3 ',
Methyl chloride 5 0.6 D - 221
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) 50 6.3 \
Styrene 5 0.6 ..’;
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 0.6 46 - 157 ;
Tetrachloroethene 3 0.4 64 - 148
Toluene 5 0.6 47 - 150 /l@
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 0.6 52 - 162 .
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 5 0.6 52 - 150
Trichloroethene 3 0.4 71 - 157 |
Trichlorofluoromethane 10 1.3 17 - 181 l{
Vinyl acetate 50 6.3 ’
Vinyl chloride 10 1.3 D - 251 ‘
Xylenes (total all isomers) 10 1.3 .:

D = Detection Limit




for Analytical Parameters (Metals) Sampled at AF Plant 85

Table 3-6.

Method Detection Limits and Control Limits
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METHOD DETECTION

QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLES

LABORATORY CONTROL STANDARDS

ANALYTICAL LIMITS CONTROL LIMITS CONTROL LIMITS
PARAMETERS WATER SOIL WATER SOIL WATER/SOIL
(mg/L) (mg/kg) (%) (%) (%)

Arsenic 0.005 -

Lead 0.005

Mercury 0.001 0.5

Selenium 0.005 ----

METALS SCREEN

SW3005/6010
Aluminum Al 0.2 20 Insuff. Data
Antimony Sb 1.0 20 58.2-118.2° D-120.7 90-110 w
Arsenic As 0.3 30 Insuff. Data &
Barium Ba 0.1 10 68.8-122.1 37.8-151.0 90-110 -
Beryllium Be 0.01 0.02 82.0-115.8 70.9-119.6 90-110
Cadmiur cd 0.06 2 Insuff. Data 55.5-113.7 © 90-110
Calcium Ca 5 500 Insuff. Data 90-110
Chromium Cr 0.04 4 68.2-123.2 59.7-117.6 90-110
Cobalt Co 0.05 4 56.0-120.0 46.4-124.8 90-110
Copper Cu 0.04 3 75.0-111.6  73.5-119.1 90-110
Iron Fe 0.04 4 59.3-139.9 Insuff. Data 90-110
Lead Pb 0.4 20 Insuff. Data 61.3-120.2 90-110
Magnesium Mg 5 500 63.4-121.4 Insuff. Data 90-110
Manganese Mn 0.01 1 71.9-124.1 Insuff. Data 90-110
Molybdenum Mo 0.2 4 39.5-122.2 39.4-116.8 90-110
Nickel Ni 0.05 4 74.8-113.6 66.6-111.6 90-110
Potassium K 5 500 77.8-111.2 Insuff. Data 90-110
Selenium Se 0.4 40
Silver Ag 0.06 3
Sodium Na 5 500 66.0-128.5 Insuff. Data 90-110
Thallium T1 0.5 50 54.2-124.7 41.9-129.7 90-110
Vanadium ) 0.04 4 78.4-111.0 53.7-121.7 90-110
Zinc in 0.04 1 76.8-115.7 .63.8-122.9 90-110
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4.0 RESULTS AND SIGNIFICANCE OF FINDINGS

4.1 DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

4.1.1 Discussion of Results for PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

Site 3 is the location of a PCB spill which occurred near Substation 23,
Transformer P-27, located in the north central part of AF Plant 85 (Figure
4-1). In January 1983, a drain valve malfunctioned, resulting in several
gallons of transformer oil leaking out onto a concrete pad and the soil apron
on the south side of the substation (CH2M HILL, 1984). An apron of gravel
underlain with natural soil or fill exists between the transformer's concrete
foundation and the enclosing chain link fence. The integrity of the platform
is unknown.

The area was excavated on two separate occasions after the occurrence of
the spill. However, no documentation is available defining the exact dimensions
of the excavated area or when the excavation occurred; and it is unknown if the
area between the transformer foundation and fence was excavated. The excavated
area was backfilled to grade; the origin of the fill is not known.

Buried concrete conduits are located roughly 2.5 feet south of the fence
and run parallel to the fence line. The conduits were encountered during the
field investigations at approximately 4.5 feet bgs.

Sampling strategy for Phase II, Stage 1 and RI/FS, Stage 2 investiga-
tions involved the collection of soil samples for chemical analysis. During
Stage 1, soil samples from three hand-augered boreholes were retrieved. Three
samples were collected from each boring. One sample was obtained at ground
surface, one was taken at a depth of approximately 2.5 feet (the total depth
of ,the boreholes depended upon whether any obstruction was encountered while
drilling), and the third was taken at the bottom of the hole. Stage 2 sampling
was designed to verify the results from Stage 1 and to define the areal extent
of PCB-contaminated soil. This included drilling three additional boreholes
with a CME-55 auger rig and retrieving split-spoon soil samples. Samples from
these boreholes were taken at intervals of 1 to 2.5, 3.5 to 5.0, 6.0 to 7.5,
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and 8.5 to 10 feet. These boreholes were located 12.5 feet from the fence line
and did not encounter the concrete conduits. Soil samples were also collected
from nine hand-augered holes located within 7.0 feet of the fence. Soil samples
were taken at various depths from the hand-augered holes, the depths of which
were controlled by the depth to the concrete conduit.

4.1.1.1 Presentation of Results

4.1.1.1.1 Site Geology/Hydrology. Borehole logs completed at the site
show a mixture of sand and clay in varying proportions in the undisturbed areas

and with more sand where fill material was used. The mixture of the sand and
clay was moist in the upper 6 feet but was hard and dry at approximately 10
feet, characteristic of the glacial till in this area.

Several of the hand-augered boreholes filled with water when left open
overnight. This shallow, slow-recharging, water-bearing zone reaches its
highest level in early spring and its lowest level in the fall, being recharged
primarily by infiltration from precipitation and possibly also from nearby
Mason's Run.

4.1.1.1.2 Analytical Results. Nine soil samples were collected during
the Stage 1 investigation and 26 during Stage 2. The samples were analyzed
for the presence of PCBs only. The results from both Stages 1 and 2 are
presented in Tables 4-1 and 4-2. The percent moisture content for the Stage
1 samples was not provided by the laboratory, so these PCB concentrations are
presented in wet weights rather than dry weights. (This information has been
requested from PEI Laboratories.) The borehole locations and PCB concentrations
from Stages 1 and 2 are illustrated at various depths in Figure 4-2. Duplicate
values are shown in parentheses.

O0f the many types of PCBs, only Aroclor 1260 was found at Site 3. Aroclor
1260 concentrations in soil samples ranged from 0.85 to 422 mg/kg during Stage
1 and 0.06 to 700 mg/kg during Stage 2.



Table 4-1
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PCB SPILL
SITE (SITE 3) DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Site 3 3 3 3 3
Station S0 301 S0 361 SD 361 S0 362 S0 382
Depth 8.0 2.5 40 0.9 25
Standards and Saaple Type -- -- -- -- --
‘Action Levelss Date Coll. 1/9/88 1/9/88 1/9/88 1/9/88 1/9/88
Method ~  --~-------emeo Field No. GS-86-3001 GS-86-3802 GS-86-3003 (GS-86-3004 GS-86-300@5
Parameter Method Units Detection Liait Federal State Lab No. FG-858 FG-@51 FG-952 FG-853 FG-854
Cadaiun SW 7138 mg/kg 0.2 . . . . _
Chronrua SW 7218 ag/kg 2.0201 _ _ _ . .
Lead SW 7428 mg/kg 9 0es _ _ . L .
Nickel SW 7328 ng/kg # 802 L . L _ _
011 and Grease E 413.2 ag/kg NA ___ . _ _ L
'S
1,1-Dichloroethane SY 8010 ag/kg 0.08044 _ . . _ . _L
1,2-Dichloroethane SW 8018 og/kg 0 8244 _ _ _ . .
Methylene chloride SW 8018 =g/kg 0.0044 . . _ . _
Tetrachloroethylene SW 8819 ng/kg 0 0044 _ _ ___ . _
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene SW 8818 ng/kg 0 0044 . e _ . .
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8818 ng/kg 9 0044 _ _ _ L _
Trichloroethylene S¥ 8818 mg/kg 8 0849 o . . . .
Toluene SW 80280 ag/kg 6 0034 _ _ . __ _
Aroclor 1268 SW 8888 =mg/kg NA 50 0@ 50 0@ 1.85 182 3 03 @.9¢ 147
Moisture 1n soil ## Percent
+ = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated

= Sample not analyzed for this parameter
NA = Not Available
s+ = Percent moisture currently not available, results are presented on a wet-weight basis
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Table 4-1
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PCB SPILL
SITE (SITE 3) DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85
(Cont inued)

Site 3 3 3 3 3
Station S0 302 S0 382 S0 303 S0 383 S0 303
Depth 5.0 5.9 ] 2.5 40
Standards and Sample Type -- Dup 3088 -- -- ! --
Action Levelss Date Coll. 1/9/86 1/9/88 1/9/86 1/9/86 1/9/86
Method ~  -------ecomeee Field No. GS-86-3006 GS5-86-3010 GS-86-3007 GS-88-3008 GS-86-3009
Parameter Method  Units  Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. FG-855 FG-859 FG-858 FG-857 FG-858
Cadmium S¥ 7138  mg/kg 8.2 e . - _ .
Chromtun S¥ 72180 mg/kg 0.0001 . ____ __ . .
Lead SY 7420 mg/kg ¢ 008 . _ . . . _
Nickel T sH7320 ag/kg 0 002 . B _ . .
011 and Grease E 413.2 ng/kg NA . _ . . -
+
1,1-Dichloroethane SW 8018  =mg/kg 0 ea44 . . - . __ o
1,2-Dichloroethane SW 8818  ag/kg 6.00844 _ _ . . _
Methylene chloride SW 8018 mg/kg 0 0044 _ L _ . .
Tetrachloroethylene SW 8218 mg/kg B P44 . . . . _
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene SW 8818 nmg/kg 8.0044 __ . . . .
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8018 ag/kg 6.0044 . . _ . .
Trichloroethylene SW 8018 mg/kg 8.0849 . . _ . .
Toluene SW 8820 mg/kg 0.0034 _ . . . .
Aroclor 1260 SW 8888 mg/kg NA 50 89 50.00 422 147 978 9 39 8.85
Moisture in soil #+ Percent
+ = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated

Sample not analyzed for this parameter
NA Not Avatlable
++ = Percent moisture currently not available; results are presented on a wet-weight basis



TABLE 4-2

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PCB SPILL SITE

(SITE 3) DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

Site 3 3 3 3 3 3

Station B4 B4 B4 B4 B6 BB

Depth ) 1.9-2.5 3.5-6.9 6.8-7.6 8.5-10.0 1.8-2.5 3.6-6.8

Standards and Sasple Type -- - - -- -- --

Method Action Levels Date Coil. 19/28/88 18/20/88 18/28/88 10/28/88 10/28/88 10/28/88

Detection -----coceea-o Field No. 885-S0-903-081 885-S0-883-802 885-S0-003-883 985-S0-083-084 985-50-003-885 985-S0-803-006

Paranetor Method Units Limit Federal State Lab No. 8810343+1 881834322 8810343+3 88103434 881083435 8810834348
Aroclor 1268 EPA 88680 ag/kg .03 69.8 68.8 9.37 ND g.88 ND 8.1 ND
Total PCBs EPA 8088 mg/kg 68.8 58.8 8.37 . 8.88 _ 8.1 _
Moisture in soil Percent 14 17 13 18 16 18
Site 3 3 3 3 3 3

Station 86 B5 B8 B8 B8 B8

Depth 6.8-7.6 8.5-19.8 1.8-2.6 3.5-6.8 8.0-7.6 8.6-16.8

Standards and Sanple Type - -- -- -- -- --

Method Action Lovels Date Coll. 108/20/88 19/28/88 18/26/88 19/28/88 19/20/88 19/20/88

Detection -----c-c--e-o Field No. 985-S0-883-007 885-S0-883-288 986-S0-803-009 085-S0-003-010 085-S0-883-811 885-S0-993-812

Paranetor Method Units Limit Federal State Lab No. 881034347 88108343¢8 881234648 881834597 881834648 8818345+9
Aroclor 1268 EPA 6080 mg/kg 9.03 68.9 68.8 ND ND 8.1 ND ND ND
Total PCBs EPA 8068 mg/kg 56.0  60.8 _ _ 8.1 . . .
Moisture in soil Percent 21 12 14 16 18 9
Site 3 3 3 3 3 3

Station B6 B8 B7 B8 88 B9

Depth 8.8-7.6 8.6-18.8 1.8-2.8 1.0-2.8 4.0-6.8 1.8-2.9

Standards and Sasple Type Dup 803-807 Dup 883-812 -- -- - --

Method  Action Levels Date Coll. 16/20/68 18/20/88 16/27/88 18/27/68 18/27/88 18/27/88

Detection -----ceece--- Field No. ©85-S0-063-813 #85-S0-263-814 885-S0-883-815 §85-50-823-016 9856-S0-203-817 985-50-803-818

Paraneter Method Units Linmit Federal State Lab No. 8810343+9 8810343+18 88184691 8810469+2 8810469+3 8618489+4
Aroclor 1268 EPA 8888 mg/kg 0.83 66.9 59.9 ND ND 4 §.99 1.9 788
Total PCBs EPA 8088 mg/kg 68.9 68.8 _ _ 4 §.99 1.9 180
Moisture in soil Percent 19 9 18 168 18 28

ND

Not detected.
Sample not analyzed for this parameter.

.
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TABLE 4-2

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PCB SPILL SITE

(SITE 3) DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 86

'l E Al EEEEEE D EEEnNE .

(Cont inued)
® Site 3 3 3 3 3
Station B9 Bo B1# B16 Bl11
Depth 4.0-6.0 1.8-2.9 1.8-2.9 3.0-4.8 1.6-2.0
Standards and Sasple Type -- Dup #03-818 - -- --
Method  Action Levels Date Coll. 10/27/88 18/27/88 18/21/88 16/27/88 18/27/88
Detection —--=--c-ve-ee Field No. 985-S0-803-819 #85-S0-203-620 #85-S0-803-821 #85-S0-803-822 #856-S0-893-023
Paraneter Method Units Limit Federal State Lab Ne. 881846945 8818489+8 8618469+7 88104689+8 8810489+9
Aroclor 1268 EPA 8860 ag/kg .03 60.8 68.0 238 o1é 10 0.4 18
Total PCBs EPA 8680 wg/kg 56.9  50.8 238 818 19 0.4 18
Moisture in soil Percent 17 20 21 18 17
Site 3 3 3 3
Station B12 B12 B13 B14
Depth 1.6-2.8 2.0-3.0 1.6-2.8 1.0-2.8
Standards and Sasple Type -- -- -- --
Method  Action Levels Date Coll. 18/28/88 10/28/88 18/28/88 18/28/88
Detection -----ccceacan Field No. 285-S0-023-824 #85-S0-823-9256 #85-S0-803-028 #85-50-093-027
Paraneter Method Units  Liasit Federal State Lab No. 8610488+1 88184808+2 8810480+3 8818480+4
Aroclor 1268 EPA 8888 wmg/kg 5.0 58.8 68.0 24 376 17 7.1
Total PCBs EPA 8068  ng/kg 6.8  69.9 2% 37e 17 7.1
Moisture in soil Percent 22 22 22 26
Site 3 3 3 3
Station B1§ B16 DRUM DRM
Depth 1.8-2.8 3.8-3.6 -- -
Standards and Saaple Type -- -- - -
Method  Action Levels Date Coll. 18/28/88 16/28/88 12/15/88 12/15/88
Detection ------------- Field No. 985-S0-0803-928 885-S0-£93-829 985-S0-003-039 #86-50-023-931
Paranster Method Units Limit Federal State Lab No. 80184808+b 8810468+8 8812299¢1 8812209+2
Aroclor 1269 EPA 8088 wmg/kg 0.83 60.8 60.8 18 §.16 338 500
Total PCBs EPA 8888 mg/kg 50.8  68.0 16 8.15 a3 588
Moisture in soil Percent 14 26 18 18

T
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Figure 4-2. Distribution of PCB concentrations at Site 3. Al
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4.1.1.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems

A total of 29 soil samples were collected and submitted for analysis for
PCBs. Of the 29 samples, three were submitted as duplicates. The relative
percent difference (RPD) ranged from 0 to 3.4%. The RPD measures the precision
of the data. A 3.4% RPD indicates very good precision and that there were no
analytical problems. The only sampling problem experienced during the collec-
tion of these samples was the obstruction caused by the underground electrical
conduits. A full horizontal profile could not be developed, which Timits the
reliability of determining the soil volume contaminated with PCBs.

4.1.1.3 Significance of Findings

The action level provided for PCBs by 40 CFR Part 761 I is 50 ppm or
greater concentration of PCBs. During the Stage 1 sampling effort, three out
of the ten soil samples contained Aroclor 1260 exceeding this 50 ppm federal
action level; in Stage 2, four of the 29 soil samples exceeded this level.

The 40 CFR Part 761 IV, C2b provides cleanup standards for PCBs in soil:
"At the option of the responsible party, soil contaminated by the spill will
be cleaned: (1) To 25 ppm (mg/kg) PCBs by weight, or (2) to 50 ppm (mg/kg) PCBs
by weight provided that a label or notice is visibly placed in the area." The
25 ppm cleanup standard was agreed to by the AF Plant 85 Technical Proa?;h
Manager (TPM) from HSD/YAQI! for use in remedial planning. Ohio regulations
parallel the federal regulations as established in 40 CFR Part 761.

4.1.1.3.1 Zones of Contamination. The-highest concentrations were found
in_horeholes 3B9 and S0302, next to the fence, and decreased moving south, away
from the fence in boreholes 3B4, 3B5, and 3B6. The soil closest to the fence
appears to have been contaminated with most of the oil to a f at least

4 feet, where concentrations begin to diminish (from 700 to 230 mg/kg in 3B9).
_Prior excavation of the area nearest-to—the—fence reached a depth of roughly

2 feet. PCBs were detected here from 1 to 5 feet deep during the Stage 1
sampling effort. Away from the fence line, PCBs have been detected from 1 to
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4 feet deep. Previous excavation of this area appears not to have gone deep
enough to remove all of the PCB-contaminated soil.

4.1.1.3.2 Contaminant Migration. PCB migration through soil is possible.
Runoff from the concrete pad during precipitation events would increase the
amount of water for infiltration. This would contribute to the seepage of PCBs
through the soil media which may be responsible for the presence of the compound
at depths greater than 2.5 feet.

Airborne migration, although unlikely, could account for the distribu-
tion of the compound at shallow depths, less than 2.5 feet, in soils 10 feet
away from the areas of highest contamination.

Migration of PCBs in the groundwater is not likely due to the properties
of PCBs, which are discussed in the following subsection, and to the hydrau-
lic conductivity of the water-bearing zone, which is estimated at between 1074
and 10"'? cm/sec (Freeze and Cherry, 1979). The wide range of hydraulic
conductivities results from the heterogeneity of glacial till materials. Sieve
analysis performed on till material indicates that more than 70% of the grains
are silt- to clay-sized particles. This is substantiated by the results of
permeability tests performed on soil samples collected from the till elsewhere
at the AF Plant 85 facility, which yielded results between 1.73 x 10°® and 6.5
x 10 cm/sec. This would indicate a hydraulic conductivity in the lower range,
10°® to 10°® cm/sec.

4.1.1.3.3 Baseline Risk Assessment. A baseline risk assessment was
performed on PCBs to indicate the risk to human health and the environment from
the presence of this contaminant at Site 3.

Waste Characterization. PCBs are a complex mixture of chemicals composed
of two connected benzene rings with 1 to 10 chlorine atoms attached. The
physical, chemical, and fate data for the compound are presented on Table 4-3.
The half-Tives of these compounds in various media are also given on Tabhle 4-4.
The fate data include Henry's Law Constant, Organic Carbon Partition Coefficient
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Table 4-3. Physical, Chemical, and Fate Data

Mole Water Vapor Henry's Law Fish

Weight Solubility Pressure Constant Koc Log BCF
Chemical Name CAS # (g/mole) (mg/1) (mm Hg) (atm-m3/mo1) (m1/q) Kow (1/kg)
Benzo(a)pyrene 50-32-8 252 1.20E-03 5.60E-09 1.55E-06 5500000 6.06 NA
PCBs 1136-36-3 328 3.10E-02 7.70E-05 1.07E-03 530000 6.04 100000
TCE 79-01-6 131 1.10E+03 5.79E401 9.10E-03 126 2.38 10.6
freon 113 76-13-1 187 1.00E+01 2.70E+02 NA NA 2.00 NA

Source: SPHEM, 1986

11-v

Table 4-4. Half Lives in Various Media (Days)

Soil Air Surface Water Groundwater
Chemical Name CAS # Low High Low High Low High Low High
Benzo(a)pyrene 50-32-8 420.00 480.00 1.00 6.00 0.40 NA NA NA
PCBs 1336-36-3 NA NA 58.00 NA 2.00 12.90 NA NA
TCE 79-01-6 NA NA 3.70 NA 1.00 90.00 NA NA
Freon 113 76-13-1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Source: SPHEM, 1986
NA = Not Available
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(Koc)' the Log Octanol-Water Partition Coefficient (Kow)' and Bioconcentration
Factor [Superfund Public Health Evaluation Manual (SPHEM), 1986].

Henry's Law Constant (H) is a parameter important in evaluating air
exposure pathways and is measured in terms of vapor pressure (atm-m3/mole).
It is an expression of the distribution of the chemical between air and water
at equilibrium. H is appropriately used for estimating releases to the air
from contaminated water and should be used to evaluate chemicals for which this
pathway is present. In general, the greater the number, the higher is the
potential for the compound to volatilize into the atmosphere. H for PCBs is
1.07 x 1073 atm-m3/mol, indicating a moderate potential for release of these
compounds into the atmosphere from water.

The Organic Carbon Partition Coefficient (Koc) is a measure of the tendency
for organics to be adsorbed by soil and sediment; it is measured in terms of
mi/g. The K,. is chemical-specific and is largely independent of soil
properties. The normal range of K,. values is from 1 to 107, with higher
values indicating greater sorption potential. The Koc value for PCBs is 5.3
x 10% ml/g, indicating a high affinity for soils. '

The Octanol-Water Partition Coefficient (Kow) is a measure of how a
chemical is distributed at equilibrium between octanol and water. It is used
often in the assessment of environmental fate and transport for organic
chemicals. The log of K, is sometimes used and is shown on Table 4-3 as 6.04
for PCBs. A high value for K, indicates that the compound is readily soluble
in octanol and exhibits relatively low water solubility.

The Bioconcentration Factor as used in this table is a measure of the
tendency for a chemical contaminant in water to accumulate in fish tissue.
The equilibrium concentration of a contaminant in fish can be estimated by
multiplying the concentration of the chemical in surface water by the fish
bioconcentration factor for the compound. This parameter is therefore an
important determinant for human intakes via the aquatic food ingestion route.
The Bioconcentration Factor for PCBs in fish is high (100,000 1/kg), which is
supported by numerous studies.

| ' - e
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The half-life of a compound is a measure of its persistence in the
environment. This value is critical in assessing exposure potential. Table
4-4 gives the half-life of PCBs in various media. The half-life for PCBs in
soil was not provided in the SPHEM manual.

Table 4-5 lists the toxicity data for PCBs. The carcinogenic potency
factor for PCBs via the oral route is 4.34 (mg/kg/d)~1 (SPHEM, 1986). At a
cancer risk of 10'4, the acceptable PCB dose for short-term exposure (i.e.,
during a one-month remediation effort) for a 70-kg person is 1.33 mg/day; for
a 1076 cancer risk, the short-term dose is 0.0133 mg/day (AGWSE, 1989). The
acceptable dose for a lifetime exposure at a 1074 risk is 1.61 x.10'3 mg/day
(AGWSE, 1989). (70 kg is the average weight of an individual; SPHEM, 1986.)
In humans exposed to PCBs, reported adverse effects include chloracne (a
long-lasting, disfiguring skin disease), impairment of liver function, a variety
of neurobehavioral and affective symptoms, menstrual disorders, minor birth
abnormalities, and probably increased incidence of cancer (Clement Associates,
1985).

Toxicity increases with the length of exposure and position of the exposed
species in the food chain. Three primary ways in which PCBs can affect
terrestrial wildlife are outright mortality, adverse affects on reproduction,
and changes in behavior (Clement Associates, 1985).

The EPA weight-of-evidence category for PCBs is Group B2, a probable human
carcinogen, indicating that there is sufficient evidence of carcinogenicity in
animals, but inadequate evidence of carcinogenicity in humans (SPHEM, 1986).

Source and release characterization. The source of the PCBs found at Site
3 has been defined to be the result of a "one-time event" spill from a leaking
valve on Transformer P-27 in January 1983. It was reported that several gallons
were released at the time of the spill.

Transport media and fate of contamination. PCBs are relatively inert,
and therefore persistent compounds, with a low vapor pressure, low water
solubility, and high log octanol-water partition coefficient.
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Table 4-5. Toxicity Data -- Risk Characterization:

Potential Carcinogenic Effects

-

Oral Route Inhalation Route

Potency EPA Potency

Factor Weight Factor
(PF) of (PF)

Chemical Name (mg/kg/day)-1 Source Evidence (mg/kg/day)-l Source

Benzo(a)pyrene 1.15E+01 HEA B2 6.10E+00 HEA
PCBs 4.34E+00 HEA B2 NA NA
" TCE 1.10E-02 HEA B2 4.60E-03 HEA

Source: SPHEM, 1986

Noncarcinogenic Effects

Oral Route Inhalation Route
Acceptable Intake Acceptable Intake
Subchron Chronic Subchron Chronic
(AIS) (AIC) (AIS) (AIC)
Chemical Name (mg/kg/day) Source (mg/kg/day)
Freon 113 3.0E+01 Rfd NA NA
HEA = Health Effects Assessment, U.S.EPA, Cincinnati, Ohio, 1985 (updated in May, 1986)
Rfd = Agency-wide reference dose value, U.S.EPA Washington D.C., 1986
NA = Not applicable
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Despite their low vapor pressure, they have a high H, which causes a higher
rate of volatilization than might normally be expected. Volatiliza-tion of PCBs
is believed to account for their global distribution. Once they have volatil-
ized, the PCBs come back to earth by way of rain, snow, or dust particles, as
documented by Paris and others (1978) and Gustafon (1970).

Adsorption to the organic material in soil or sediments is probably the
major fate of Aroclor 1260. Once bound, the PCBs may persist for years with
slow desorption providing continuous, low-level exposure to the surrounding
locality.

Bioaccumulation of PCBs a]so.occurs, with most of the compounds stored in
the fatty tissues of the body. In the fatty tissues PCBs persist for years and
may play a role in the increased mortality of a variety of young animals in the
wild and adversely affect reproduction and behavior (USEPA, 1979). PCBs are
degraded primarily by two routes. The lighter chlorinated PCBs can be biode-
graded by some soil microorganisms, while the heavier PCBs (such as Aroclor
1260) are not biodegradable. These PCBs can be photolyzed by ultraviolet light;
however, this process is extremely slow (Clement Associates, 1985).

Transport of PCBs from this site could occur by physical removal of
contaminated soil, surface runoff, or by airborne movement of fugitive dust or
vapors. Transport in soil would be slow due to the low soil permeabilities
and the strong tendency for PCBs to adhere to the soil. It does occur, however,
and eventually the PCBs would reach the groundwater.

Receptors, exposure points, and exposure routes. The PCB Aroclor 1260
found at Site 3 has two potential exposure routes: 1) inhalation of dust and
2) dermal exposure by direct contact with the soil. Because of the high PCB
concentrations found at shallow depth, the volatilization of the PCBs and the
slow degradation rates could result in inhalation of these contaminants by
those working in the vicinity of the substation and those downwind of AF Plant
85. The prevailing wind direction is from the south-southwest with an average
wind speed between 7 and 10 miles per hour. The city of Gahanna lies less than
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2 miles to the northeast of, or downwind from, AF Plant 85, as do the four
environmentally sensitive areas discussed in Section 2.5.

Dermal exposure by direct contact with the soil appears to be the other
exposure route. This could occur when work is done at the substation, which
may also release fugitive dust.

Threat to human health and wildlife and carcinogenic risks. At AF Plant
85 Site 3 the risk to both humans and wildlife is sufficiently high to warrant
remedial action. PCBs are known carcinogens at small exposure dosages and
concentrations of Aroclor 1260 at this site ranged from 0.06 to 700 mg/kg at
depths of between 0 to 7.5 feet. Because of these high concentrations of PCBs
at such a shallow depth and their ability to volatilize readily into the
atmbsphere, both the city of Gahanna and the environmentally sensitive areas
downwind from the site are at risk. Dermal contact at the PCB Spill Site is
also probable and the threat to human health and wildlife is relatively high
from this exposure route; therefore, cleanup of the PCB-contaminated soil at
Site 3 is necessary to reduce the threat to human health and wildlife.

4.1.2 Discussion of Results for Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) and
James Road Hazardous Waste Pad (Site 8)

The proximity of these two sites has allowed them to be grouped as one
for the purpose of analyzing the data. Recommendations resulting from the
analyses will treat these two sites as a combined site.

The sites are in the west central part of AF Plant 85. The Fire Depart-
ment Training Area (FDTA, Site 4) was used from 1941 to 1977 (Figure 4-3). At
least once a month, aircraft fuels, waste oils, solvents, and waste magnesium
chips were burned during fire fighting exercises. Each exercise consumed
approximately 900 gallons of fuel. In 1977, the soil was excavated to a depth
of about 30 inches and the area was backfilled with earth materials. The soil
left in place was not sampled nor analyzed.



A -y g ST Tt " i T - e Al - . P - o . . Y - R LEP Jpe—
) ST D e N T At PEE A el T s L g DTy i ST S5
- . - s Lo Y Y P i, A ‘ . va . oy 3 . .

BMW7
© ' BMW6

FIRE DEPARTMENT )
TRAINING AREA gho-a02

(SITE 4) oemws

PG-803

PG-403
O

JAMES ROAD
HAZARDOUS

WASTE PAD
(SITE 8)

L1-%

BMWS
VamMwa

EXPLANATION
8MWS OUTWASH MONITORING WELL

AND NUMBER
4MW4  TILL MONITORING WELL AND
SCALE 050-40l  BoReHOLE AND NUMBER

s=Battelle

Site map for Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) and " Oberati
the James Road Hazardous Waste Pad (Site 8), AF Plant 85. Denver Operations

Figure 4-3.
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James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (JRHWP, Site 8) was used to store
drums of hazardous wastes from 1941 until 1989 (Figure 4-3). These wastes
included acetone, 1,1,1-trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA), mixtures of other solvents,
and phenolic paint strippers. According to the Phase I report (CH2M Hill,
1984), several spills have occurred on the ground adjacent to the concrete pad
currently in place at this site; however, no visual evidence of contamination
was found during the Phase I site visit. The Air Force and Rockwell
International (the previous Plant operator) are presently pursuing formal
closure of this RCRA-permitted storage pad.

The RI/FS, Stage 2 sampling strategy consisted of the placement and

sampling of six additional groundwater monitoring wells. The Stage 1-in-

vestigation involved obtaining soil and groundwater samples and conducting a
soi]- erformed at the Fire Department Training Area (FDTA).

4.1.2.1 Presentation of Results

4.1.2.1.1 Site Geology. Fifteen (15) boreholes were drilled, 12 of which
were converted to groundwater monitoring wells (Figure 4-3). Of the 12 moni-
toring wells, five monitor the till, four monitor the outwash, and three monitor
transitional lithologic zones. The lithologic logs for these boreholes suggest
that the till at this combined site averages 12 feet in thickness and is
underlain by a thin layer of sandy clay which may act as a confining bed. The
confining bed directly overlies sand and gravels of the outwash, whose total
thickness is unknown. Sieve analyses were performed on soil samples collected
from the till and the confining bed from monitoring wells 8MW4, 8MW6, 8MW7, and
8MW8. Samples from the till had 70% fine sand to clay-sized particles; these
results imply a relative impermeability of the formation. The average moisture
content was 15.5%. In the confining bed the bulk of the grains were medium
sands to silt-sized with some gravel and an average moisture content of 10.4%;
these results indicate that this layer is probably a semi-confining bed. Field
lithologic descriptions for the outwash are of silt-, sand- and gravel-sized
particles. No sieve tests were performed on any material from the outwash.
Bedrock was not encountered in any of the boreholes.
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4.1.2.1.2 Site Hydrology. Two water-bearing zones are present: one

i

iﬂﬁllgﬂ-ﬁnd—ﬂnﬂ—ﬂﬁﬂn- Two-inch diameter wells installed at the combined site

screened one zone or the other. The till is monitored by wells PG401, PG402,
PG802, 4MW4, and 8MW4, while PG803 monitors a transition zone between till and
outwash deposits. The potentiometric surface of the shallow water-bearing zone
is shown on Figures 4-4 and 2-5, which infer a groundwater mound in the vicinity
of the sites. From this diagram the hydraulic gradient was determined to be
0.003. Laboratory permeability tests were performed on soil samples taken from
8MW4 and 8MW7, from depths 4 to 6 feet bgs; the results show a coefficient of
permeability of 1.73 x 1076 and 6.5 x 1078 cm/sec, respectively. The variation
is probably due to the erratic deposition of till material. These are within
the range reported for glacial till in other areas (Freeze and Cherry, 1979).
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The outwash is monitored by wells PG403, 8MW6, 8MW7, and 8MW8, while wells
PG801 and 8MW5 monitor an interbedded zone. The potentiometric surface for the
deep water-bearing zone is shown on Figures 4-5 and 2-6, which show a local
aberration to the regional southwest flow. The data appear to be supportive
although it is unknown why a groundwater mound is inferred in the middle of the
section. The hydraulic gradient was determined to vary between 0.012 and
0.0086. Although water levels indicate the outwash is under some confined
pressure at this combined site, data from nested well pairs in the shallow and
deep zones indicate a downward vertical gradient (Figure 4-6).
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Slug tests performed on the deep wells (primarily outwash) were analyzed
using the Papadopolus and others method and the Hvorslev method (see Appendix
D). The hydraulic conductivities ranged from 2 x 1073 to 7 x 1073 cm/sec using
the Papadopolus method and ranged between 1.3 x 1073 t0 6.9 x 1074 cm/sec using
the Hvorslev method. This hydraulic conductivity indicates the material is
silty to clean sand (Freeze and Cherry, 1979), which corresponds to the
lithologic description. The continuity of the confining layer between the tjl]
and_the outwash is not known but it probably acts as a leaky confining bed.

No _surface water was found at this combined site.
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4.1.2.1.3 Analytical Results. Eighteen (18) soil samples were collected
and submitted for analysis during Stage 2; three of the samples were from the
FDTA and 15 were from the JRHWP. During the Stage 1 investigation, 20 soil
samples from the FDTA and nine from the JRHWP were submitted for analysis.
Tables 4-6 through 4-9 shows the results from both Stage 1 and Stage 2 soil
sampling. Results from the Stage 1 soil sample analyses for Site 8 are reported
in wet weights rather than dry weights due to lack of percent moisture content
data (which has been requested from the PEI Laboratory).

Groundwater samples were obtained from the four monitoring wells present
at FDTA and the eight monitoring wells installed at JRHWP during the Stage 2
field investigation. Stage 1 groundwater sampling consisted of collecting
samples from those wells installed during Stage 1; three wells were installed
at each site. Tables 4-10 through 4-13 shows the chemistry results from both
Stage 1 and Stage 2 groundwater sampling.

4.1.2.1.4 Discussion of Analytical Data. Several soil and groundwater
samples collected from this combined site during both stages of investigation
showed the presence of a variety of organic compounds.

Trichloroethylene (TCE) was detected in the three soil samples collected
at borehole S0403 during Stage 1 and in one soil sample from borehole 4MW4
collected during Stage 2. Concentrations ranged from 0.042 to 189 mg/kg, with

the highest value detected in borehole S0403 at a depth of between 7.5 to 9.0.
feet bgs. TCE ;;;_Hgf detected in soils sampled during the installation of
monitoring wells 8MW5 through 8MW8, nor in the groundwater samples collected
from monitoring wells at Sites 4 and 8. Trans-1,2-dichloroethylene (t-1,2-
DCE), a breakdown products of TCE, was detected in one of the three sqil samples

collected at bo 4 0.449 mg/kg), but was not detected in groundwater
samples collected at Site 4/8.

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA) was detected in one soil sample collected
during the installation of monitoring well PG803 at a concentration of 0.0052



TABLE 4-8
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FDTA (SITE 4)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 86

Site 4 4 4 4 4

Station S0 401 S0 401 S0 401 S0 402 S0 402

Depth 2.5-4.8 18.8 - 11.6 16.8 - 18.5 2.6 -4.9 18.9 - 11.5

Standards and Sample Type - -- -~ -- --

Action Levelse Date Coll. 12/24/85 12/24/85 12/24/85 12/24/85 12/24/85

- Method = = —cccccmmceeaoo Field No. GS-86-4801 GS-85-4002 GS-86-4003 0S-85-4004 GS-86-4005

Parameter Method  Units Detection Limit(a) Federal State Lab No. FG-285 FG-288 FG-207 FG-208 FG-209

Cadnius SW 7138  msg/kg 9.2 . . ’ . . .

Chromius S¥W 72180  ag/kg 8.0021 _ _ _ _ _

Lead SW 7428 amg/kg 9.008 25.11 18.55 5.569 18.3 11.8

Nickel SN 7320 ag/kg 9.082 . _ . . _
0il and Grease E 413.2 wg/kg NA 27.85 184 34.15 29.8 178 '?
N

1,1-Dichlioroethane SW 8818 g/kg 0.6044 ND ND ND ND ND

1,2-Dichloroethane SW 8818 ag/kg 0.8044 ND ND ND ND ND

Methylene chloride S¥ 8018 mg/kg 6.0844 ND 8.183 8.072 ND 8.084

Tetrachloroethylene SW 8810 mg/kg 9.0044 ND KD ND ND ND

Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene S¥ 8818 ag/kg 9.6044 KD ND ND ND ND

1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8018 ag/kg 0.0044 ND ND ND ND ND

Trichloroethylene SW 8019 mg/kg 8.0849 ND ND ND ND ND

Toluene S¥ 8028 amg/kg 0.0834 ) 9.0839 8.618 #.038 ND ND

Aroclor 1288 S¥ 8888 mg/kg NA . . . _ .

Moiature in soil Percent 21.18 16.68 13.91 17.99 11.89

(a) = Second-coluan confirmation required if analyte concentrations exceed 18 mg/kg.

s = bhere no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
NA = Not available.
ND Not detected.

= Sample not analyzed for this paraneter.
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TABLE 4-8
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FDTA (SITE 4)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Site 4 4 4 4 4

Station SO 482 SO 483 SO 493 SO 4923 S0 483

Depth 15.6 - 16.5 5.8 - 8.5 7.6 -9.8 7.6 -9.9 10.8 - 11.5

Standards and Sample Type -- -- -- Dup 4828 --

Action Levelss Date Coll. 12/24/85 12/24/86 12/24/85 12/24/85 12/24/85

Method ~ = —-—ememeeeooeo Field No. GS-85-4006 GS-85-4087 GS-85-4688 GS-85-4818 G5-86-4809

Paraneter Method  Units Detection Limit(a)  Federal State Lab No. FG-218 FG-211 FG-212 FG-220 FG-213

Cadnius SW 7138  mg/kg 8.2 . . _ _ _

Chronmius SW 7218 ag/kg 8.8001 _ _ . . .

Lead S¥ 7428 mg/kg 0.008 7.42 8.68 T.74 8.89 6.11

Nickel SW 7328 ag/kg 8.002 . _ _ . _
0il and Grease E 413.2 mg/kg NA 156 2.5 68.1 48.7 96.3 ",>
o

1,1-Dichloroethane SW 8816 mg/kg 8.0044 ND ND ND ND ND

1,2-Dichloroethane SW 8018 mg/kg 0.0044 ND ND #.0082 0.024 ND

Methylene chioride SY 8018 mg/kg 0.0044 8.856 ND 0.048 9.827 0.038

Tetrachloroethylene SW 8819 =g/kg 0.0044 ND ND ND ND .

Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene S¥W 80818 ag/kg 8.0044 ND ND 0.449 8.208 ND

1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥W 8018 =ag/kg 0.0044 ND ND ND ND _

Trichloroethylene S¥ 8616 mg/kg §.0049 ND 6.233 189 1.3 0.642

Toluene SY 88286 mg/kg 9.9034 0.6823 ND ND 'ND _

Aroclor 1280 SV 8088 mg/kg NA _ . _ . _

Moisture in soil Percent 8.82 14.30 16.36 15.67 13.87

(a) = Second-coluan confirmation required if analyte concentrations exceed 18 mg/kg.
¢ = Yhere no values are given, paraseter is not regulated.
NA = Not available.
ND = Not detected.
= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.



TABLE 4-8
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FOTA (SITE 4)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 86

(Continued)

Site 4 4 4 4 4

Station PG 481 PQ 481 PG 491 PG 401 PQ 402

Depth 6.8 -8.5 7.6-9.@ 16.8 - 16.5 16.8 - 18.6 2.6-4.8

Standards and Sample Type -- -- .- Dup 4012 --

Action Levelss Date Coll. 12/30/85 12/38/85 12/38/85 12/30/85 12/38/85

Method = = —-c-eeccmeeaoo Field No. GS-86-4818 GS-85-4011 GS-86-4812 GS-85-4817 GS-85-4013

Paranster Method  Units Detection Linit(a) Federal State Lab No. FQ-214 FG-216 FG-218 FG-221 FG-217

Cadniun SW 7138  ag/kg 8.2 _ _ . . _

Chromium SW 7218 mg/kg #.08801 . _ . _ .

Lead SY 7420 mg/kg §.008 12.8 18.6 9.684 8.85 9.87

Nickel SW 7320 mg/kg 0.092 . . . _ _
0il and Grease E 413.2 ag/kg NA 368.7 7.4 219 208 28.3 ﬁ“
>

1,1-Dichloroethane SW 8018 nmg/kg 8.8044 . ND ND ND _ ND

1,2-Dichlorosthane SY 8018 mg/kg 8.8044 #.0088 1.133 ND _ ND

Methylene chloride SW 8819 mg/kg 0.0044 8.832 9.182 8.628 . 9.028

Tetrachioroethylene S¥ 8818 mg/kg 6.8044 ND ND ND . ND

Trana-1,2-Dichloroethylene SW 8818 ag/kg 0.8944 ND ND ND . ND

1,1,1-Trichloroathane S¥Y 8010 wmg/kg 8.0044 ND KD ND ___ ND

Trichtoroethylene SW 8818 ag/kg 9.0049 ND ND ND . ND

Toluene SY 8020 mg/kg 9.80834 9.9897 ND 8.872 _ ND

Aroclor 1268 S¥ 8088 mg/kg NA . . _ _ _

Moisture in soil Percent 17.48 13.54 14.09 14.58 18.37

(a) = Second-colusn confirmation required if analyte concentrations exceed 19 mg/kg.
s = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

NA = Not available.

ND = Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this paraseter.
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TABLE 4-8
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FDTA (SITE 4)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Site 4 4 4 4 4
Station PG 402 PQ 482 PG 483 PG 483 PQ 403
Depth 7.56-9.8 18.6 - 11.5 2.5 -40 6.6 - 8.5 16.8 - 11.5
Standards and Sample Type -- -- -- -- --
Action Levelss Date Coll. 12/38/85 12/38/85 12/30/85 12/38/85 12/38/85
Method ~ = —---cmcmceaoo Field No. GS-86-4614 GS-85-4015 GS-85-4018 GS-85-4019 GS-856-4820
Parameter Method Units Detection Limit(a) Federat State Lab No. FG-218 FG-219 FE-685 FG-686 FQ-587
Cadaiun SW 7138  ag/kg 8.2 . _ . _ _
Chromium SW 7218  ag/kg 8.8201 - _ _ W _
Lead S 7420 ag/kg 9.008 8.82 9.75 5.89 9.97 8.49
Nickel SY 7320 mg/kg 8.0082 _ _ _ _ _
0il and Grease E 413.2 wg/kg NA 59.49 136 28.1 189 129 o
~
1,1-Dichloroethane SW 8018  mg/kg 9.0044 ND ND ND ND .0066
1,2-Dichloroethane SV 8018 mg/kg 8.8044 #.0078 0.0102 ND ND ND
Methylene chioride SY 80180 mg/kg 0.08044 8.116 0.204 ND ND 9.660
Tetrachloroethylene SW 8818 mg/kg 9.0044 ND ND ND ND ND
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene S¥ 8818 mg/kg 0.0044 ND ND ND ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8910 ag/kg 9.0844 ND ND ND NDD ND
Trichloroethylene S¥ 80818 mg/kg 9.0049 ND ND ND ND ND
Toluene SW 8020 mg/kg 9.0034 0.636 0.841 0.847 §.182 9.641
Aroclor 1280 SW 8088 =g/kg NA _ _ _ . _
Moisture in soil Percent 13.68 11.82 21.52 13.33 11.78

(a) = Second-column confirmation required if analyte concentrations exceed 18 mg/kg.
¢ = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

NA = Not available.

ND = Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
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TABLE 4-7. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FOTA (SITE 4)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
ie)
v Site 4 4 4
Station W4 w4 M4 !
Depth 8.8-T.5 9.6-18.5 19.9-20.9 Y
Standards and Sample Type -- - -
Method Action Levelss Date Coll. 18/12/88 18/12/88 18/12/88
Detection ~=-ccocccuoa—o Fiald No. 085-50-8d84-2@1 885-50-304-332 @85-S0-23d4-8@3
Paraneter Method Units Limit Federal State Lab No. 8810235+1 881023542 8810235643 .
Silver S¥ 6918 ng/kg 8.6 . - —
Alusinuas SY ee1s ng/kg 5 . - — :
Barius S¥ 6818 ng/kg §.1 — — l-.
Berylliua SY 8518 ng/kg 6.83 — _ _
Calcium SV 6818 ng/kg 8.3 - -
Cadmiua SY 8818 ng/kg 8.5 — _ I
Cobait SW 8910 ngfkg 1 _ _ .
Chromiua S 6913 ng/kg 1 —_ —_ —
Copper SW 8818 ng/kg 8.5 . _ _
Iron SY 6818 ag/kg 8.5 — _ _
Potassius S¥ 8818 ag/kg 28 _ — i
Magnesium Sw 8018 ng/kg 8.3 — _ _ .
Manganese SW 8418 ng/kg 8.1 _ — __
Sodium SW 6918 ag/kg 3 _ — —
Nickel SW 6818 ng/kg 1 _ _
Vanadium S¥ 6019 ag/kg 8.8 _ —_ — B
Zinc SV 8819 ng/kg 8.8 _ _ . g
Mercury S¥ 7471 ng/kg 8.4 . _ _
e |
Acenaphthene SW 8278 ng/kg 9.5 ND ND ND -
Anthracene SW 8278 ng/kg 8.5 ND ND ND |
Benzo(a)anthracene S¥ 8276 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene SW 8278 ng/kg 8.5 ND ND N
Benzo(b)f luoranthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND pammi:
Benza(g,h, i)perylena S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND '
Benzo(k)f luoranthene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Chrysene SW 8278 ng/kg 8.5 ND ND
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 8278 ng/kg 8.5 ND ND .
Dibenzofuran SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND |
Fluoranthene S¥ 8279 ng/kg 8.5 ND ND
Fluorene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
2-Methy |naphthalene SY 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Naphthalene SW 8278 ng/kg §.5 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylarine SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND i
Phenanthrene SW 8279 ng/kg 8.6 ND ND ND
Pyrene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND N ‘
Semi-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundsss f
C14H802 Compound S¥ 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
C15H18 Hydrocarbon SW 8279 ng/kg 1 ND ND ND
Arom. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(1) SW 8279 ng/kg 10 ND ND N
Arom. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(2) S¥ 8279 ng/kg 19 ND ND ND !
Aron. C18 Hydrocarbon S¥ 8279 ag/kg 19 ND ND ND )
Arom. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8279 ng/kg 19 ND ND ND
Aron. C18H12 Hydrocarbon S¥ 8278 ng/kg 19 ND NO NO
Banzopyrene Isomer SW 8278 ng/kg 19 ND ND ND ;
Substituted Phenanthrens SW 8278 ng/kg 18 ND ND ND d
Oxygenated C14 Cospound SW 8278 ng/kg 19 . ND ND ND X
Carbozole (C12HON) S¥ 8278 ng/kg 18 ND ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) SW 8279 ng/kg 10 ND ND N
Nitrogenated Compound SW 8279 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND )
C18-C28 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ng/kg 1 ND ND ND i
C26-C36 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND 289 188
Methylene chloride SW 8248 ag/kg 8.8 ND ND ND 1
Trichloroethylene SW 8248 ag/kg 8.4 ND ND 8.5 '
Noisturs in soil Percent 1 9 14

x e
I o s
won N

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for thia parameter.

Where no values are given, parasetsr is not regulated.
Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with that of the nearest internal standard.
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TABLE 4-8

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRH¥P (SITE 8)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 8%

Site 8 8 8 8

Station PG 881 PG 801 PG 881 PG 882

Depth 6.8 - 8.6 12.6 - 14.0 38.0 - 31.6 2.6 -4.0

Standards and Sample Type --- - - ---

Action Levelss Date Coll. 12/31/86 12/31/85 12/31/85 81/02/88

Method  —c-cccccccee-- Field No. GS-86-8081 GS-85-8093 0S-856-8082 GS-86-80081

Paraseter Method Units Detection Limit(a) Federal State Lab No. FE-588 FE-598 FE-689 FE-691

Cadaium SY 7138  ag/kg 8.2 . . _ _

Chroaius SW 7216 mg/kg #.8801 . . . _

Lead S 7428 ag/kg 6.008 _ . _ _

Nickel SW 7320 ag/kg 9.802 _ . . _

0il and Grease E 413.2 ng/kg NA 79.0 93.1 96.4 28.8

1,1-Dichloroethane SY 8018 mg/kg 9.8044 ND ND 0.0062 ND

1,2-Dichloroethane SW 8018 mg/kg 0.0044 ND 9.011 0.9088 ND

Mothylene chloride SY 8018 mg/kg 8.0044 ND 9.039 §.038 ND

Tetrachloroethylene SY 8016 ag/kg 8.0044 ND ND 8.012 ND

Trans-1,2-Dichloroesthylens SW 8818 mg/kg 8.0044 ND ND ND ND

1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8818 mg/kg 0.0044 ND ND ND ND

Trichloroethylene SW 8018 mg/kg §.8849 ND ND ND ND

Toluene S¥ 6026 mg/kg 0.0034 §.140 8.138 0.149 9.108

Aroclor 1268 SW 8288 mg/kg NA ’ _ _ _ .
Moisture in soil *+ Percent

(a) = Second-column confirmation required if analyte concentrations exceed 18 mg/kg.

¢+ = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

Not available.
Not detected.

xz =
[~
o on

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
Percent moisture currently not available, results are presented on a wet weight basis.
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TABLE 4-8
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP ((SITE 8)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

(Continued)
Site 8 8 8 8
Station PG 882 PG 892 PG 882 PG 803
Depth 7.5 -9.0 7.6 - 9.9 20.9 - 21.6 5.8 - 8.6
Standards and Sample Type .- Dup 8082 “-e -
Action Levelse Date Coll. 61/82/88 91/02/88 01/02/88 81/83/88
Method = = —cccmccccoeeao Field No. GS-88-8002 GS-86-8807 GS-86-8883 0S-86-80804
Paranoter Method  Units Detection Limit(s) Federal  State Lab No. FE-692 FE-597 FE-693 FE-694
Cadniun S¥ 7132 mg/kg 82 . _ . _
Chromiua SY 7218 mg/kg # 8201 _ _ _ _
Lead S¥ 7428 ag/kg 6.208 _ _ _ _
Nickel SW 7320 amg/kg 9.082 _ _ _ .
0il and Grease E 413.2 ag/kg NA 32.3 36.8 145 65.2 ~
&
1,1-Dichloroethane SY 8818  ag/kg 8.0044 ND _ ND ND ©
1,2-Dichloroethane SW 8818 mg/kg 6.0044 ND . ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8818 mg/kg 9.8044 ND . ND ND
Tetrachloroethylene S¥ 8018  mg/kg 0.8044 ND — ND ND
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene S¥W 8818 wmg/kg 9.8844 ND _ ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8819 ag/kg 8.0044 *ND ___ ND ND
Trichloroethylene SY 8818 mg/kg 8.8849 ND _ ND ND
Toluene SW 8628 »g/kg 9.0634 9.648 _ 9.198 8.099
Arocior 1268 SY 8088 mg/kg NA . _ _ _
Moisture in soil »+ Percent

(a) = Second-coluan confirmation required if analyte concentrations exceed 18 mg/kg.
s = Where no values are given, paraneter is not regulated
NA = Not available.
ND = Not detected.
= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
= Percent moisture currently not available, results are presented on a wet weight basis.
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TABLE 4-8

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP ((SITE 8)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

(Continued)

Site 8 8 8
Station PQ 803 PG 803 PG 883
Depth 7.5 -9.0 7.5-9.9 12.6 - 14.0
Standards and Sample Type -—- Dup 8005 -—
Action Levelss Date Coll. 91/03/88 91/83/86 81/83/88
Method  —c-cccccmnooo Field No. GS-86-8686 GS-86-8000 GS-86-8008
Paraseter Method  Units Detection Limit(a) Federal State Lab No. FE-595 FE-598 FE-598
Cadaiun SW 7138  wg/kg 8.2 . . .
Chromius SY 7218 mg/kg p.68001 . _ _
Lead SW 7420 wg/kg #.008 _ . _
Nickel SW 7328 wg/kg 8.962 _ _ _
0il and Grease E 413.2 wg/kg NA 98.1 66.4 86.6
1,1-Dichloroethane SW 8810 eg/kg 0.0044 ND ND ND
1,2-Dichloroethane SW 8819 ag/kg 9.0844 1.988 9.750 ND
Methylene chloride SW 8018 mg/kg 9.8044 8.835 ND §.061
Tetrachloroethylene SW 8018 wmg/kg 6.0044 ND ND ND
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene SW 8818 mg/kg §.8044 ND ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SY 8618  mg/kg 5.0044 #.0052 §.622 ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8018 wmg/kg 8.06849 ND ND ND
Toluene SW 8020 mg/kg §.8834 6.668 8.138 0.894
Aroclor 1268 SW 8880 wmg/kg NA . _ _

Moisture in soil s Percent

?

(2) = Second-coluan confirmation required if anatyte concentrations exceed ‘18 mg/kg.

s = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

NA = Not available.
ND = Not detected.

= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.

»+ = Percent moisture currently not available, results are presented on a wet weight basis.
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TABLE 4-9. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8) =
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85 '
Site 8 8 8
Station W4 W4 V¥4 min
Depth 8.8-7.% 9.8-18.5 14.9-15 5 .
Standards and Sanple Type - - --
Method Action Levelss Date Coll. 12/13/88 19/13/88 18/13/88
Detection ----=-cccccee- Field No. 085-50-808-281 ¢85-50-0068-802 685-50-008-363
Parameter Method Units Limit  Federal State Lab No. 8818235+4 881323545 881023548
Silver SW 8018 ag/kg 8.5
Alusinus SW 6318 ng/kg 5 _ _ T g
Barium SW 6816 ag/kg 8.1 _ - -
Beryllium SY 8818 ag/kg 9.83 - — -
Calcium SY 8818 wg/kg 8.3 _ —_ -
Caduium SW 8818 mg/kg 8.5 - —_ -
Cobalt SW 6818 mg/kg 1 - - -
Chromium SW 6818 wg/kg 1 - — _l
Copper SW 8818 mg/kg 8.5 - - _
Iron SW 8818 ag/kg 8.5 — —
Potassium SW 8818 ag/kg 2 _ —_ I
Magnesium SW 8018 ag/kg 8.3 _ _ _
Manganese SW 8018 ag/kg 8.1 - - -
Sodius SW 8018 ag/kg 3 _ — _
Nickel SW 8818 ag/kg 1 - - -
Vanadium SW 8018 mg/kg 6.8 - - T a
Zinc S 6016 wmg/kg 8.8 —_ _ -
Mercury SW 7471 ag/kg 8.4 - — _
Acenaphthene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND NO ND
Benza(a)anthracene SW 8278 wgfkg 8.5 ND NO NO
Benzo(a)pyrene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(b) f luoranthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND ..
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene SW 8278 amg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(k)fluoranthens SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Chrysene SW 8278 =g/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 82786 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Dibenzofuran SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND g
Fluoranthene SW 8278 amg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND I
Fluorene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene SW 8278 =g/kg 8.5 ND ND NQ
2-Methyinaphthalene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND N
Naphthalene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND ‘
N-Nitrosodiphenylanine SW 8278 amg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Phenanthrene SW 8278 =g/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Pyrene S¥ 8278 nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
)
Sesi-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundsss /
C14H802 Compound SW 8278 amg/kg 1 ND ND ND
C15H1@ Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
Arom. CBH12 Hydrocarbon(1) SW 8278 ng/kg 19 ND ND N
Arom. CSH12 Hydrocarbon(2) SW 8278 wmg/kg 19 ND ND ND :
Aron. C18 Hydrocarbon SW 8279 mg/kg 18 ND ND ND.
Arom. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8273 ag/kg 10 ND ND ND
Arom. C18H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 wmg/kg 19 ND ND ND
Benzopyrene Isomer SW 8278 amg/kg 18 ND ND N
Substituted Phenanthrene SW 8278 ag/kg 19 ND ND ND
Oxygenated C14 Cospound SW 8278 wg/kg 18 ND ND ND
Carbozoie (C12HSN) S¥ 8279 nmg/kg 19 ND ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND ND
Nitrogenated Compound S¥ 8270 ag/kg: 1 ND ND ND
€18-C28 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
€25-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 mg/kg 1 ND 80 ND
Methylene chloride SW 8248 ag/kg 8.6 ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8248 mg/kg 8.4 ND ND ND
Moisture in soil Percent 12 11 8

s

Whers no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with

that of the nearest internal standard.

ND

—

= Not detected.

= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
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TABLE 4-9. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)
Site 8 8 8
Station M¥6 1] 7L 1
Depth 14.8-15.5 29.8-38.5 29.8-38.5
Standards and Sanple Type - - Dup 0088-088
Method  Action Levelss Date Coll. 18/14/88 10/17/88 10/17/88
Detection ---cccccccc——- Field No. ©85-S0-888-884 885-S0-PP8-888 @85-S0-088-009
Parasmetor Method Units Liait Federal State Lab No. 8818247+1 88108298+1 8810298+2
Silver S¥ 8018 wg/kg 8.5 — — —
Aluminua SY 6018 wmg/kg 5 — _ .
Barius SW 6019 ag/kg 6.1 — _ _
Beryllium SW 8610 wg/kg 8.683 — _ _
Calcium SY 8018 ag/kg 8.3 — — _
Cadnius SY 6016 ag/kg 8.5 — _ _
Cobalt S¥ 8018 =mg/kg 1 _ _ _
Chromiun SY 8819 wmg/kg 1 — _— —
Copper S¥ 6018 mg/kg 8.6 - _ _
Iron SY 6018 mg/kg §.5
Potassiua SY 6918 mg/kg 26 - _ -
Magnesium SW 8019 wg/kg 6.3 _ - _
Manganese SY 8018 wg/kg §.1 _ _ _
Sodius SY 68018 nmg/kg 3 - _ —
Nickel SW 86818 wg/kg 1 _ _
Vanadiue SY 6812 ag/kg 8.8 — —_ ___
Zinc SY 6018 mg/kg 6.8 — _ _—
Mercury S¥ 7471 wg/kg 8.4 _ _ _
Acenaphthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Anthracene SW 8278 nmg/kg 9.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(a)anthracene S¥ 8278 wg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(b)fluoranthene SY 8278 wg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene S¥ 8278 nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(k)fluoranthene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Chrysene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 8279 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Dibenzofuran SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Fluoranthene SW 8278 =mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Flyorene SW 8278 wg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene S¥ 8278 nmg/kg 2.5 ND ND ND
2-Mathy [naphthalene SV 8270 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Naphthalene SW 82790 nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylanine SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ) ND ND ND
Phenanthrene S¥ 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Pyrene SW 8270 nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Semi-Quantified S¥ 8278 Compoundss»
C14HB02 Compound SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
C15H18 Hydrocarbon SY 8278 wg/kg 1 ND ND ND
Arom. CEH12 Hydrocarbon(1) S¥ 8278 sg/kg 18 ND ND ND
Arom. CBH12 Hydrocarbon(2) SW 8278 ng/kg 18 ND ND ND
Aros. C18 Hydrocarbon SY 8278 mg/kg 18 ‘ ND ND ND
Arom. C17H12 Hydrocarbon S¥ 8278 ng/kg 19 ND ND ND
Arom. C18H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 nmg/kg 18 ND ND ND
Benzopyrene Isomer S¥ 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND ND
Substituted Phenanthrene S¥W 8278 =ag/kg 10 ND ND ND
Oxygenated C14 Compound SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND ND
Carbozole (C12HGN) SW 8276 ag/kg 18 ND ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) S¥ 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND ND
Nitrogenated Compound SY 8276 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
C18-C20 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
C25-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 wmg/kg 1 ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SY 8248 wg/kg 8.6 ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8248 ag/kg 8.4 ND ND ND
Moisture in soil Percent 7 8 8
+ = Yhere no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

»s = Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with
that of the nearest internal standard.

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
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TABLE 4-9. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

(Continued)

Site 8 B
Station M5 1 [}
Depth 44 .0-45.9 9.9-18.5
Standards and Saaple Type - -
Method Action Levelss Date Coll. 18/17/88 18/14/88

Detection <---=---oee-o Field No. 285-S0-028-0318 985-S0-0¢8-285 085-S0-28d8-088

Parameter Method Units Limit Federal State Lab Neo. 88109298+3 881024742 88102473

[-4]

Silver S¥ 6818 ag/kg B - - _—
Aluminus S¥ 8818 ang/kg 5 . _
Barium SW 8918 ag/kg 8.1 —_ _

Beryllium S¥ 8819 ag/kg 6.93 _ _ :'
Calcium S¥ 6816 mg/kg 8.3 _ . !
Cadmium S¥ 6918 ag/kg 8.5 — — —
Cobalt S¥ 8918 ag/kg 1 _ _ .
Chromium SV 6818 ag/kg 1 — — .
Copper S¥ 8818 =mg/kg 8.5 - _

Iron SY 8019 ag/kg 8.5 - — .
Potassius SY 8818 ag/kg 28

Magnesiua S¥ 6018 ag/kg 8.3 - _ -
Manganese S¥ 6318 mg/kg 8.1 - - -
Sodium S¥ 6818 mg/kg 3 - _ —
Nickel S¥ 8218 mg/kg 1 - —_ —_
Vanadiua S¥ 6818 ag/kg 9.8 _ _ _
Zine SW 6818 ag/kg 9.8 — — i
Mercury SY 7471 ag/kg 8.4 — _ _.
Acenaphthene S¥W 8278 ag/kg 2.5 ND ND ND
Anthracene SW 8278 nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND N
Benzo(a)anthracene SW 8278 =g/kg 8.5 ND NO N
Benzo(a)pyrene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND

Banzo(b) f luoranthene SW 8278 =g/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene SW 8278 =g/kg 8.5 ND ND

Benzo (k) f luoranthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Chrysene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SY 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND NO

Dibenzofuran S¥W 8278 ag/kg 8.6 ND ND

Fluoranthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND

Fluorene SW 8279 sg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene SW 8278 wag/kg 8.5 ND ND

2-Methy Inaphthalene SW 8278 ag/kg 9.5 ND ND

Naphthalene SW 8278 ng/kg 8.5 ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine SY 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND

Phenanthrene S¥ 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND NO

Pyrene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Seni-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundsss

C14H802 Compound S¥W 8278 =g/kg 1 ND ND

C15H19 Hydrocarbon SW 8276 =g/kg 1 ND ND

Aros. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(1l) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND

Arom. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(2) SW 8278 =mg/kg . 19 ND ND

Arom. C18 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 sg/kg 18 ND ND

Arom. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 wmg/kg 18 ND ND

Arom. C18H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 =mg/kg 19 ND ND

Benzopyrene Isomer SW 8278 =g/kg 18 ND ND

Substituted Phenanthrene SW 8278 =g/kg 16 ND ND

Oxygenated C14 Compound  SW 8278 amg/kg 18 ND ND

Carbozole (C12HON) S¥ 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) SW 8278 sg/kg 19 ND ND

Nitrogenated Compound SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND

C18-C29 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 mg/kg 1 ND ND

€25-C356 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND

Methylene chloride SW 8248 =mg/kg 6.8 ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8248 ag/kg 8.4 ND ND

Moisture in soil Percent 9 18

s = Yhere no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

s+ = Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with

that of the nearest internal standard.
Not detected. i
Sampie not analyzed for this parameter.

ND
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TABLE 4-9. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
{Continued)

Site 8 8 8
Station L [ L[] W7
Depth 14.8-15.5 29.8-38.5 8.6-7.5
Standards and Sample Type - -- -
Method Action Levelss Date Coll. 18/14/88 10/18/88 18/19/88
Detection ----cceoeo———- Field No. 985-50-828-087 @85-5D-2B8-211 P85-S0-008-812
Parameter Method Units Limit Federal State Lab No. 88182474 881829844 8810345+1
Silver SY 6910 mg/kg ° 0.5 _ _ —
Aluminus SY 6818 mg/kg 5 — _ _
Barium SY 8018 =g/kg 6.1 - _ -
Beryllium S¥ 6018 wmg/kg 0.83 _ _ —
Calciun SY 6818 ag/kg 8.3 - _ _
Cadmiun SV 8619 wmg/kg 6.5 - _ -
Cobalt SW 6818 ng/kg 1 — — _
Chromium SY 6018 wmg/kg 1 _ — —
Copper SW 6818 wmg/kg 8.5 — —_ —
Iron S¥W 8018 wmg/kg 6.5 - _ _
Potassius SV 8816 mg/kg 26 - _ —
Magnesiua SW 8018 ag/kg 8.3 — — _
Manganese SY 6818 ag/kg 8.1 _ _ —
Sodium SY 6816 ag/kg 3 — _ _
Nickel SY 8916 mg/kg 1 _ — _
Vanadium SW 6018 mg/kg 8.8 - _ .
Zine S¥ 6918 =g/kg 8.8 _ — _
Mercury SW 7471 ag/kg 0.4 — _ __
Acenaphthene S¥ 8276 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Anthracene SW 8278 a=g/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo (a)anthracene S¥ 827¢ nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene S¥ 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo (b)fluoranthene S 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Benzo(g,h,i)perylens SY 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 KD ND ND
Benzo (k) fluoranthene SW 8278 nag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Chrysene S¥ 8278 amg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Dibenzofuran S¥W 8278 nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Fluoranthene SY 8278 wmg/kg 8.6 ND ND ND
Fluorene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene SW 8278 wg/kg 8.6 KD ND ND
2-Methy inaphthalene SW 8276 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Naphthalene SW 8278 =g/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylanine SW 8278 mg/kg 9.6 ND ND ND
Phenanthrene SW 8278 sg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Pyrene S¥ 8278 =mg/kg 8.5 ND ND ND

Seni-Quantified SW 8278 Compounds»»
C14H802 Compound SY 8278 amg/kg 1 ND ND ND
C15H18 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 wg/kg 1 ND ND ND
Arom. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(l) SW 8278 ug/kg 10 ND ND ND
Aron. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(2) SW 8278 mg/kg 18 ND ND ND
Arom. C18 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 wag/kg 16 ND ND ND
Aron. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 16 ND ND ND
Aron. C18H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 wmg/kg 19 ND ND ND
Benzopyrene Isomer S¥ 8276 mg/kg 16 ND ND ND
Substituted Phenanthrene SY 8278 ng/kg 18 ND ND ND
Oxygenated C14 Compound SW 8276 ag/kg 18 ND ND ND
Carbozole (C12H9N) SW 8278 nmg/kg 18 ND ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) SW 8278 amg/kg 18 ND ND ND
Nitrogenated Compound SW 8278 mg/kg 1 ND ND ND
C18-C2@8 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 82780 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
C25-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix S¥ 8278 wmg/kg 1 ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8248 ag/kg 8.6 ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8248 ag/kg 0.4 ND ND ND
Moisture in soil Percent 9 14 12

Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

L 1)
that of the nearest internal standard.
Not detected.

Samplie not analyzed for this parameter.

ND

Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with
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TABLE 4-9. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHP (SITE 8)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Site 8 8 8
Station w7 w7 M7,
Depth 8.8-7.5 19.8-28.5 34.8-35.5
Standards and Saaple Type DUP 298-9212 -- --
Method Action Levelss Date Coll. 16/19/88 18/19/88 16/24/88
. Detection ---c-ccceacaaa Field No. 985-S0-2@88-813 #85-S0-0088-814 985-S0-088-817 __
Paraneter Method Units Limit  Federal State Lab No. 8818345»2 88103453 8810417#]
Silver S¥ 6818 amg/kg 9.5 —
Aluminum S¥ 6016 mg/kg 6 _ -
Barium SW 6816 ag/kg 8.1 .
Bery!lius S¥ 8018 mg/kg 8.3 - -
Calcium S¥ 8818 mg/kg 8.3 -
Cadmiun SW 8818 mg/kg 8.5 - -
Cobalt S¥ 6018 ag/kg 1 __ _
Chromiun SW 8018 mg/kg 1 _
Copper S¥ 8818 ag/kg 8.5 -
Iron S¥ 6018 =g/kg 8.5 - -
Potassium SW 8618 ag/kg 26 _
Magnesius SY 8619 =g/kg 8.3 _ _
Manganese S¥ 8619 ag/kg 8.1 . _
Sodium S¥W 8618 wmg/kg 3 — —
Nickel SW 8018 ag/kg 1 _
Vanadius SY 6818 ag/kg 8.8 —
Zinc S¥ 8818 mg/kg 8.8 - _
Mercury SW 7471 ug/kg 8.4 . —
Acenaphthene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Anthracene SW 8278 wg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(a)anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(b)f luoranthene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo (k) f luoranthene SV 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Chrysene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Dibenzofuran SW 8273 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Fluoranthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Fluorene S¥ 8278 wg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-¢c,d)pyrene SW 8279 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
2-Methy Inaphthalene SW 8278 amg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Naphthaiene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 NO ND
Phenanthrene SW 8279 =g/kg 8.5 ND ND
Pyrene S¥W 8278 ag/kg 9.5 ND ND
Seni-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundsss
C14H802 Compound S¥ 8278 wmg/kg 1 ND ND
C15H18 Hydrocarbon SW 8279 ag/kg 1 ND ND
Arom. CSH12 Hydrocarbon(1) S¥ 82738 ag/kg 18 ND NO
Arom. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(2) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Aroa. C18 Hydrocarbon S¥ 8278 ag/kg 19 ND ND
Arom. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 19 ND ND
Arom. C18H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Benzopyrene Isomer SW 8278 amg/kg 18 ND ND
Substituted Phenanthrene SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Oxygenated C14 Cospound SW 8278 ag/kg 10 ND ND
Carbozole (C12H9N) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Nitrogenated Compound SW 8278 mg/kg 1 ND ND
C18-C28 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND 5
€25-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8248 wg/kg 6.8 ND ND
Trichloroethy lene SW 8248 ag/kg 0.4 ND ND
Moisture in soil Percent 12 13

Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with
that of the nearest internal standard.

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parasster.

-
na
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TABLE 4-9. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Cont inued)

Site ] 8 8
Station w7 [ [ L)
Depth -- 4.8-5.5 14.8-15.5
Standards and Sasple Type Trip Blank - -
Method  Action Levelss Date Coll. 18/24/88 18/19/88 18/19/88
Detection ---coc-ceeee- Field No. ©85-S0-8068-018 @65-S0-008-815 985-S0-008-016
Paraseter Method Units Lieit Federal State Lab No. 881041743 881034544 8810345+5
Silver SY 8618 wmg/kg §.5 . — _
Aluminua S¥ 8610 mg/kg 6 — _ _
Barium SW 8018 wmg/kg 8.1 —_ —_ _
Berylliua SY 6818 wmg/kg 8.83 _ _ _
Calciua SW 8618 wmg/kg 8.3 — — .
Cadmium S¥W 6018 =mg/kg 8.5 — — _
Cobalt SY 8818 =g/kg 1 — . __
Chromius SY 68198 mg/kg 1 — - —
Copper SY 8818 ag/kg 8.5 . _ —
Iron SW 6818 mg/kg 6.5 — — —
Potassiua SW 6018 mg/kg 28 _ _ _
Magnesium SY 8810 =g/kg 8.3 — — _
Manganese SY 6618 wmg/kg g.1 _ _ —
Sodium SY 6015 ag/kg 3 —_ — —
Nickel SY 8818 =mg/kg 1 — — —
Vanadiua S¥ 68016 mg/kg 8.8 _ _ —
Zinc SY 8018 ag/kg 8.8 —_ — —
Mercury SE 7471 nmg/kg 8.4 _ _ _
Acenaphthene S¥ 8278 mg/kg 8.5 _ ND ND
Anthracene S¥ 8270 wmg/kg 8.5 - ND ND
Benzo(a)anthracene SY 8276 wmg/kg 9.5 . 1.4 ND
Benzo(a)pyrene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 —_ 8.9 ND
Benzo (b)fluoranthene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 _ 1 ND
Benzo(g,h, i)perylene S¥ 8278 =mg/kg 8.5 _ 8.7 ND
Benzo(k)fluoranthens SY 8278 wag/kg 8.5 —_ 1 XD
Chrysene SW 8270 ag/kg 8.5 — 1.2 ND
. Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SY 8279 mg/kg 9.5 _ ND ND
Dibenzofuran SY 8270 ag/kg 8.5 —_ ND ND
Fluoranthene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 — 3.1 ND
Fluorene SY 8278 =g/kg 8.5 - ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 _ 8.8 ND
2-Methy Inaphthalene SW 8270 ag/kg 8.5 — ND ND
Naphthalene SY 8278 ag/kg 8.5 _ ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine S¥Y 8278 amg/kg 8.5 _ ND XD
Phenanthrene SY 8278 wg/kg 8.5 _ 1.5 ND
Pyrene S¥ 827¢ s=g/kg 8.5 - 2.2 ND

Semi-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundsss
C14H802 Coapound S¥ 8278 nmg/kg 1 _ ND ND
C15H18 Hydrocarbon S¥ 8270 wmg/kg 1 _ ND ND
Aron. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(l) SW 8278 =g/kg 18 _ ND ND
Arom. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(2) S¥ 8278 wmg/kg 18 — ND ND
-Aron. C18 Hydrocarbon S¥W 8278 =mg/kg 10 _ ND ND
Aron. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 16 _ ND ND
Arom. C18H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 mg/kg 18 _ ND ND
Benzopyrene Isomer S¥ 8276 wmg/kg 16 — ND ND
Substituted Phenanthrene SW 8278 mg/kg 18 _ ND ND
Oxygenated C14 Compound SW 8270 ag/kg 18 — ND ND
Carbozole (C12HGON) SW 8278 wmg/kg 18 _ ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) S¥W 8278 wmg/kg 18 _ ND ND
Nitrogenated Compound SW 8278 wmg/kg 1 — ND ND
C18-C26 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 =mg/kg 1 _ ND 19
C25-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 wmg/kg 1 — ND ND
Methyiene chloride SY 8248 mg/kg 8.8 ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8240 wmg/kg 8.4 ND ND ND
Moisture in soil Percent 12 18

Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with
that of the nearest internal standard.

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
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TABLE 4-9. ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Cont inued)

Site 8 8

Station M8 W¥a

Depth 34.8-35.5 -

Standards and Saaple Type - Trip Blank

Method Action Lavelss Data Coll. 18/25/88 18/25/88

Detection =--ccceeeaaa-- Field No. ©085-S0-898-919 #85-S0-3@8-029

Paraneter Method Units Limit Federal State Lab No. 881841742 88104174

w
-’
i

Silver SW 6818 wg/kg 8.

Aluminue SW 8816 ag/kg 5 - -

Barium S¥ 6618 mg/kg 8.1 - _ -
Beryl!lium SY 8018 wg/kg §.83 - I
Calcium S¥ 8916 mg/kg 8.3 - - i
Cadmiua SW 8018 =mg/kg 8.5 - —

Cobalt SW 8818 ag/kg 1 - - .
Chromius SW 6218 ag/kg 1 - - )
Copper S¥ 8013 mg/kg 8.5 - - '
Iron S¥ 8018 mg/kg 8.5 - -

Potassium S¥ 8810 mg/kg 20 - -

Magnesius SW 8818 mg/kg 8.3 - _ o
Manganese SY 8018 mg/kg 8.1 - -

Sodius SW 8818 ag/kg 3 - -

Nickel S¥ 8318 amg/kg 1 -

Vanadius S¥ 6018 mg/kg 8.8 - -

Zinc SY 6018 wmg/kg 6.8 _ —_
Mercury SW 7471 ag/kg 8.4 — _ l
Acenaphthene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND —
Anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 4.5 ND - |
Benzo(a)anthracene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND - :
Benzo(a)pyrene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND -

Benzo(b)f luoranthene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND -

Benzo(g,h, i}perylene SW 8278 mg/kq 8.5 NO —_ =)
Benzo(k)f luoranthene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND - 1
Chrysene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND - .
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND -

Dibenzofuran SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND -

Fluoranthene SW 827¢ ag/kg 8.5 ND - 1
Fiuorene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND - l
Indeno(l,2,3-c,d)pyrens SW 8279 ag/kg 8.5 ND _

2-Methy Inaphthalene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND -

Naphthalene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND - o
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND - !
Phenanthrene SW 8278 sg/kg 4.5 ND - .
Pyrene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND _ ’
Semi-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundsss =
C14H802 Compound S¥ 8278 wg/kg 1 ND '
C15H18 Hydrocarbon SW 8279 ag/kg 1 ND _

Arom. CSH12 Hydrocarbon(l) SW 8278 wg/kg 18 ] -

Arom. CSH12 Hydrocarbon(2) SW 8278 mg/kg 19 ND - s
Aron. C18 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND - i
Aroa. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 mg/kg 18 ND - .;
Arom. C1BH12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 19 ND - '
Benzopyrene Isomer SW 8278 amg/kg 19 ND -

Substituted Phenanthrene S¥ 8278 ag/kg 18 ND - -
Oxygenated C14 Compound  SW 8278 ag/kg 10 ND - !
Carbozole (C12HON) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND - ,
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) SW 8278 ag/kg 19 ND -

Nitrogenated Compound SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND -

€10-C28 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 sg/kg 1 8 - Y
€25-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix S¥W 8278 ag/kg 1 ND - l
Methylene chloride SY 8248 ag/kg 6.8 ND ND
Trichloroethylene S¥ 8248 ag/kg 9.4 ND ND .
Moisture in soil Percent 11 — .
» = Yhere no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

ss = Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with
that of the nearest internal standard.

ND Not detected.

__ = Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
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TABLE 4-18

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FDTA (SITE 4)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Site 4 4 4 4 4
Station PG 401 PG 481 PG 482 PG 402 PG 483
Standards and Sample Type -- Dup 4084 -- Dup 4082 --
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 3/7/88 3/7/88 3/11/88 3/11/88 3/8/88
Method ~  —--eccemmmeeeo Field No. GP-86-40804 GP-86-4085 GP-88-4082 GP-86-40803 GP-86-4081
Paraneter Method  Units Detection Limits Federal State Lab No. FJ-487 FJ-488 7 FJ-727 FJ-488
#Total Dissolved Solids E 160.1 mg/L 1 600.0 500.0 488 481 3l . 580
*Sulfate E 309 ng/L 0.0005 250.0 250.9 . . _ _ _
Arsenic E 208.2 ag/L 8.8034 8.85 8.85 o _ _ . _
Cadeiua, Total E 213.2 ag/L 0 9001 g.81 0.01 . ___ _ _ L
Cadnium, Dissolved E 213 2 ag/L 8.9001 9.01 0.91 _ _ . . o
Chromium, Total E 218.2 wmg/L 9.001 . _ - - o
Chromium, Dissolved E 218.2 nmg/L 9.801 . _ _ L ___
+Copper E 220 2 ag/L 8.0012 1.9 1.9 . _ _ - -
Lead, Total E 239.2 ag/L 9.8006 9.85 8.85 _ _ N
Lead, Dissolved E 239.2 mg/L 0.2006 8.85(0.005) 0.85 8.8a7 _ 0.923 _ 8.887 1
sManganese E 243.2 nmg/L 0 8003 .85 8.85 _ - _ —_ s
Nickel, Total E 249.2 nmg/L 9 @01 _ L . . .
Nickel, Dissolved E 249.2 mg/L 2.801 _ _ _ __ _
sZinc E 289.1 mg/L 8 802 5.9 5.9 _ _ _ _ —_
Total Organic Carbon E 415.1 mg/L 0.885 10 5.8 44 _ 66
Total Organic Halides  SW 9828 ug/L 10 ND _ 12.6 11.8 ND
0il and Grease E 413.2 ng/! 8.1 1.0 . 8.5 . 1.8
1,1,1-Trichloroethane E 621 ug/L 1 200.9 200 9 ND L ND ND ND
Chloroform E 681 ug/L 1 106.0 + 100.9 ND _ ND ND ND
Aromatic VOCs ’ E 682 ug/L 1 ND ___ ND ND ND

Parameters with secondary maxisua contaminant levels for standards.

(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
ND = Not detected.
= Sasple not analyzed for this parameter.
T = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998,

For total trihalomethanes group.



TABLE 4-11

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FDTA (SITE 4)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

Site 4 4 [} i 4
Station PG 481 PG-481.._ PG 401 —___ PG 401 PG 481
Standards and Sample Type Equip blank AC blank 1 ) AC blank 2 Trip blank --
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/08/88 ©12/08/88 12/88/88 -~ 12/086/88 12/07/88
Method =  ~ececoicmmconaa- Field No. 085-GW-004-004 885-GW-004-005 B85-GW-004-885 085-GW-094-088 085-GW-084-008
Paraneter Method  Units Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. 881218743 8812187+4 8812187412 881218746 8812135+1
»Total Dissolved Solids El68.1 ag/L 19 660 8 560.9 21 _— . . 518
sChloride E380 ag/L 0.5 250.0 258.8 ND . - . 2
Fluoride E3ae eg/L 86 49 4.0 ND _ _ _ ND
+Sulfate E360 ag/L 10 250 8 250.8 ND _ _ _ 76
Antisony S¥ 6010 mg/L 83 ND _ _ _ ND
Barius S¥ 68018 g/l 9.004 1.8(5 8) 1.8 0.085 . _ _ _ 0.08
Beryllium S¥ 6010 ag/L 8.081 ND . . o ND
Cadaiua SW 6318 ag/L 0.2 0.81(0.085) @6.01 ND _ _ ND
Calcium SW 6018 ag/L N 8.1 _ _ _ 88
Cobalit SW 6018 ag/L 0.64 ND _ _ ND
Copper S¥ 8618 ng/L 8.2 1.8(1 3) 1.0 ND _ _ _ ND
sIron SW 6018 wmg/L 9.02 03 8.3 0.06 _ _ _ ND
Magnesiun SW 6218 ag/L 8 81 8.01 _ _ 41
sManganese SW 6818 eg/L 0 825 8.85 0.85 ND . : _ 8.17 +
Molybdenua SW 6419 mg/L 82 ND _ _ _ ND _‘L
Nickel SW 6019 ag/L 0.04 ND . . . ND o
Potassiunm SW 6818 mg/L 9.8 ND . . L 1.3
Silver SW 6018 mg/L 9.92 9 85(+) 9.05 ND _ . . ND
Sodiun S¥W 6018 ag/L 8.1 9.4 _ . _ 9.4
sZinc SW 6818 ag/L 8 83 58 5.8 ND . . . 2 87
Arsenic SW 7868 mg/L 0.802 8 @5 0.085 ND _ ND
Lead SW 7421 wrg/L 9 882 0.85(08 605) 6.85 ND . ____ e ND
Mercury SW 7478 mg/L 0.0088 9.002 6.602 ND _ _ _ ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8618 ug/L 8.5 20086 208.0 ND ND ND ND ND
Bromodichloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 9.5 100 @ +» 100.0 - ND ND ND ND ND
Chlorofors S¥ 8818  ug/L 8.2 100.0 « 100.8 « ND ND ND ND ND
Dibromochioromethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 108 @ » 108.8 ND ND . __ND ND ND
Freon 113 SW 8018  ug/L 8.5 ND ND ND -~ . ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 80818 ug/L 2 ND ND ND o ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 589 5.9 g ND - 1.5 2 ,4/// ND ND
Toluene SW 8828  ug/L 8.5 (2003 @) ND ND . Np ND
Semivolatile Organics SW 8279 ug/L ND ND _ ND ND

(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
*+ = Parameters with secondary saximua contaainant levels for standards.

ND = Not detected.
= Saaple not analyzed for this paraaeter.
0 = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1999.

+ = For total trihalomethanes group.
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ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT FOTA (SITE 4)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

(Continued)
Site 4 4 4 [} 4
Station PG 462 PG 482 PG 483 4NW4 AMW4
Standards and Sanple Type - Dup 894-202 - 1st Column 2nd Coluan
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/66/88 12/86/88 12/67/88 12/01/88 12/01/88
Method = —---mceoomenes Field No P85-GW-004-802 085-GW-P04-003 885-GW-084-007 @85-GW-004-8681 885-GW-004-081
Parazeter Method Units Detection Liait Federal State Lab No. 80812107+1 881218792 881213542 881203641 881203645
sTotal Dissolved Solids F168.1 ng/L 18 500.6 508.8 420 420 600 580 _
*Chloride E300 ag/L 8.5 250.0 268.9 ] ] 11 15 .
Fluoride E300 ng/L 8.5 40 4.0 ND ND ND 1 L
*Sulfate E308 ag/L 10 250.8 260.9 108 160 160 99 .
Antinony S¥ 6010 mg/L 8.3 ND ND ND ND _
Bariuna SW 6818 mg/L B.004 1.9(5.€) 1.9 9.879 0.877 0 064 9.083 .
Berylliua SW 6818 mg/L 0.081 ND ND ND ND .
Cadaiunm SW 6018  mg/L 02 8 91(8 @05) 0.01 ND ND ND ND _
Calcium SW 6818 mg/L 0.91 73 74 100 118 _
Cobalt S¥ 6816 mg/L g 84 ND ND ND ND _
Copper SW 6018 mg/L 8.02 1.8(1.3) 1.8 ND ND ND 8.22 _
*Iron S¥ 6618 nmg/L 0 02 8.3 8.3 0.05 ND g 04 8.62 .
Magnesiua SW 6018 mg/L g 81 25 26 44 40 _
+Manganese SW 6016 mg/L 0.085 8 85 8.85 #.008 8.612 0.3 0.13 . Lo
Mo lybdenun SY 6018 ag/L 9.2 ND 8.4 ND ND _ L
Nickel SW 6218 ng/L 8.04 ND ND ND ND - —
Potassiun SW 6018 mg/L 8.8 ND ND 4.1 3.6 .
Silver SW 6018 mg/L 0.02 6 05(s) 6.65 ND ND ND ND _
Sodiun SW 6018 mg/L 81 21 21 13 9.9 _
*Zinc SW 6018 mg/L 2.03 5.0 5.0 ND 2.83 9.063 8.3 _
Arsenic SW 78686 mg/L 0.002 0.85 9.05 ND ND ND ND L
Lead SW 7421  eg/L 8.002 8.85(0.895) 0.05 ND 8.0082 ND ND ___
Nercury SW 7470 mg/L 8.0008 0.002 0.002 ND ND ND ND _
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8618 ug/L 6.5 2000 200.0 ND ND ND 1.1 ND
Bromodichloromethane SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 100.8 + 108.9 -+ ND ND ND ND ND
Chlorofora SW 80180  ug/L 6.2 100 0 + 108.9 « ND ND ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane SW 8818 ug/L g5 100.9 + 198.0 - ND ND ND ND ND
Freon 113 S¥W 8218  ug/L 8.5 ND ND ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8018 ug/L 2 ND ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8818 ug/L 85 50 68 ND ND ND ND ND
Toluene SW 8828 ug/L 8.5 (2000 9) ND ND ND ND .
Semivolatile Organics S¥ 8278  ug/L ND ND ND ND _

(3) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

* Parameters with secondary maxiaun contaaminant levels for standards.

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.

Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
For total trihalomethanes group.
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TABLE 4-12

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Site 8 [ 8 8 [
Station PG 881 PG 881 PG 882 PG 883 PG 803
Standards and Sanple Type -- Dup 8013 -- -- Dup 8811
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 3/7/88 3/7/88 3/6/88 3/6/88 3/8/86
. Method =~  -----—--ceeeee- Field No. GP-868-8813 GP-86-8014 GP-86-8818 GP-88-8811 GP-86-8612
Parameter Method  Units Detection Limits Federal State Lab No. FJ-581 FJ-602 FJ-498 FJ-499 FJ-508
sTotal Dissolved Solids E 160.1 wmg/L 1 606.9 600.0 623 . 488 492 .
*Sulfate E380 g/l 8.8085 250.8  250.0 . . . _ .
Arsenic E 206.2 =g/L 8.0834 8085 90.085 . _ _ _ .
Cadaium, Total E 213.2 ag/L 8.08081 9.01(8.085) @.81 _ — o _ _
Cadaium, Dissolved E 213.2 mg/L 9.8081 9.01(0.885) o.81 . . L _ _
Chromium, Total E 218.2 mg/L ? 881 . _ . _ _
Chromium, Dissolved E 218.2 =g/L 8.801 . __ . _ _
sCopper E220.2 =g/l 9.6012 1.8(1.3) 1.8 _ _ _ _ _
Lead, Total E239.2 mg/L 0.8006 9 85(0.085) @ 85 _ - __ _ _
Lead, Dissolved E 239.2 mg/L 9.0086 0 65(8.905) #.85 _ . . I
*Manganese E 2432 ng/L 6.08083 865 49.85 _ _ ___ _ A
Nickel, Total E 249 2 mg/L 8.901 . . _ _ ™
Nickel, Dissolved E 249.2 mg/L 0.001 L . _ _
sZinc E 289.1 mg/L 8.9802 5.9 5.0 _ _ - _ _
Total Organic Carbon E 415.1 eg/L 0.9605 180 9.8 4.5 4.5 .
Total Organic Halides SW 9820  ug/L 18 ND ND 22.8 1822 L
0il and Grease - E 413.2 =ag/l 8.1 g8 _ 0.7 2.5 .
1,1,1-Trichloroethane E 681 ug/L 1 200.6 200.0 ND _ ND ND ND
Chlorofora E 601 ug/L 1 100.0 - 100.0 » ND _ ND ND ND
Aroaatic VOCs E 682 ug/L 1 ND _ ND KD ND

Paraneters with secondary maximum contaminant levels for standards.

(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

ND = Not detected.

-- = Sample not analyzed for the parameters.

() = Samples listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with final rule expected in 1998.

For total trihalomethanes group.
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DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

Site 8 8 [] 8
Station PG 801 PG 802 PG 882 PG 803
Standards and Sample Type - 1st Column 2nd Coluan 1st Column
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/02/88 12/02/88 12/82/88 12/62/88
Methed = —--ce-ecemameeoo Field No.  ©885-GW-808-006 985-GW-008-087 @85-GV-008-007 085-GW-098-009
Paraneter Method  Units Detection Linit Federal State Lab No. 881205041 881205@+2 8812050+11 8812050+4
+Total Dissolved Solids E168.1 ng/L 19 500.0 508.0 660 610 ____ 650
*Chloride E300 ng/L 8.5 250.0 260.8 39 22 _— 4
Fluoride E300 mg/L 85 4.9 4.9 ND 89 . ND
*Sulfate E308 ng/L 1.8 2508.0 256.0 59 84 L 81
Ant imony _ SW 6818 mg/L 9.3 ND ’ ND _ ND
Barium SY 6018 mg/L 6.804 1.0(5.9) 1.0 8.18 8.895 _ 8.13
Berylliua SW 6018 ag/L 8.001 ND ND o ND
Cadaiun SW 6018 mg/L 8.2 9.91(9.085) #.81 ND ND . ND
Calciua SW 60180 mg/L 0 01 160 91 _ 120
Cobalt SW 6818 mg/L 0.84 ND ND o ND
Copper S¥ 6818 =g/L 8.02 1.8(1.3) 1.8 ND ND ___ ND
+Iron SY 6618 mg/L 9.62 8.3 8.3 8.13 .88 _ 8.19
sMagnesiur SW 6218 =ag/L 8.81 48 42 _ 44
Manganese SW 6018 =mg/L 2 265 6.85 8.685 g.11 2 89 _ 0.34
Molybdenus SW 6610 eg/L 8.2 ND 8.3 ___ 0.4
Nickel SW 6018 nmg/L 0 94 ND ND _ ND o
Potassius SK 6018 mg/L 9.8 2.3 17 ND ]
Silver SW 6018 mg/L 8.82 6.85 (») 0.85 ND ND - ND S
Sodium S¥ 6018 ag/L 8.1 11 17 _ 7.5
linc S¥ 6018 mg/L 8.03 5.0 5.0 .08 8.08 _ 9.96
Arsenic SW 7868 mg/L 8 962 8.85 8.685 KD ND ND
Lead S 7421 ag/L 8.902 8.05(0 885) 9.05 ND ND ”" ND
Mercury SW 7478 mg/L ¢.0008 9.022 9.892 ND ND - ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 200.0 200.8 ND 87 1.2 ND
Bromodichloromethane SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 188.90 100.9 ND ND ND ND
Chloroform SW 8018 ug/L 8.2 100.9 - 100.9 ND ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane SW 8618 ug/L 8.5 100 8 - 108.9 - ND ND ND ND
Freon 113 SW 8019 ug/L 85 ND ND ND 5900
Methylene chloride SW 8218  ug/L 2 ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8018  ug/L 8.5 5.0 5.0 ND ND ND ND
Toluene SW 8028 ug/L 8.5 (2000.9) ND ND _ ND
Seaivolatile Organics SW 8278  ug/L ND ND . ND

(a) = ¥here no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

. Parameters with secondary maxiaua contaminant levels for standards.

*+ = Sample 885-GW-008-889 was diluted fifty fold due to the presence of Freon 113. This

coapound confirmed and quantified.

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.

Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
For total trihalomethanes group.
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ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)

DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Site 8 8 8 8

Station PG 883 M4 8MW4 8NW4

Standards and Sample Type 2nd Coluan -- Dup 808-881 Equip Blank 1

Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/82/88 11/38/88 11/38/88 11/38/88

Method @ = --seeomeom- Field No. ©85-G¥-228-889 885-GW-0@8-0d1 885-GW-088-002 085-GW-388-0883

Parameter Method  Units Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. 88120850+12 8681208543 6812006+2 8812805+1
sTotal Dissolved Solids E168 1 ng/L 10 600.0 600.8 . 488 620 ND
*Chloride E300 ag/L 8.5 250.0 250.0 4.7 4.7 ND
Fluoride E320 ag/L 6.5 4.0 4.8 _ 8.7 8.7 ND
+Sulfate E320 ag/L 1.8 250.9 250.8 _ 95 95 ND
Antigony SY 6618 mg/L 8.3 ND ND ND
Barium SW 6818 mg/L 8.084 1 8(5.9) 1.8 _ 8.088 8.282 9.838
Berylliua SW 6018 mg/L 6.801 ND ND ND
Cadnium SW 6618 mg/L 8.2 8.01(2.205)  0.91 _ ND ND ND
Calcium S¥ 6018 ag/L 8.01 _ 89 89 8.13
Cobalt SW 6018 mg/L 8.94 ND ND ND
Copper SY 6818 mg/L 9.02 1.8(1.3) 1.0 — 9.88 .03 a.06
sIron SW 6818 ag/L 8.92 8.3 8.3 - 8.03 ND 8.85
+Magnesiua S¥ 6818 mg/L 8.01 ___ 37 a7 8.01
Manganese SW 6018 mg/L 9.0885 8.85 8.685 _ 8.15 8.15 8.007
Mo lybdenus S 6818 mg/L 8.2 ND ND ND
Nickel SW 6610 amg/L 2.04 ___ 9.04 0.05 ND
Potassium SW 6218 amg/L g8 - 16 1.4 ND
Silver SY 6818 mg/L 8.02 8.05 (v) 9.05 — ND ND ND
Sodiua SW 6618 mg/L 8.1 — 25 24 9.8
sZinc SY 6018 mg/L @ @3 50 5.8 _ 8.11 8.1 8.85
Arsenic SW 7068 mg/L 9.092 9.85 9.085 ND ND ND
Lead SN 7421 ag/L 9.9002 .05(8.085) .85 — ND ND ND
Mercury SW 7478  wmg/L 9.0008 2 082 8.082 _ ND ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8218 ug/L 8.5 200.8 200.9 ND ND ND ND
Bromodichloromethane S¥ 8018 ug/L 85 108 0 » 108.8 « ND ND ND ND
Chlorofora SW 8810 ug/L 9.2 108.8 » 100.8 » ND ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 108.9 - 100.9 - ND ND ND ND
Freon 113 S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 4100 ND ND ND
Methylene chloride  S¥ 8018 ug/L 2 ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8018  ug/L 85 59 5.8 ND ND ND 1.5
Toluene SW 8028  ug/L 8.5 (2000 8) _ ND ND ND
ND ND ND

Semivolatile Organics S¥W 8278  ug/L

(a) = Where no values are given, parameter 1s not regulated.

* Parameters with secondary maximum contaminant levels for standards.

Sample B85-GW-928-089 was diluted fifty fold due to the presence of Freon 113. This

compound confirmed and quantified.

Not detected.

Sasple not analyzed for this parameter.

Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
+ = For total trihalomethanes group.
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Site 8 8 8 8
. Station 8MW4 BMW4 8MW4 8MW4
Standards and Saaple Type Equip Blank 2 Trip Blank AC Blank 1 AC Blank 2
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 11/30/88 11/308/88 11/38/88 11/38/88
Method = —-mecmcmmcceao Field No.  @85-G¥-8@8-803 085-GW-008-084 985-G¥-938-8085 885-GV-808-085
Paraneter Method  Units Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. 881208549 881208544 88120855 8812085+10
+Total Dissolved Solids E168.1 ng/L 18 560.90 560.9 L ____ . .
sChloride E300 ng/L 8.5 268.0 258.9 _ _
Fluoride E309 ag/L 8.5 4.9 4.0 _ _ _ _
sSulfate E308 ng/L 19 250.8 250.0 L . _ .
Antimony SW 6018 ag/L 8.3
Bariun SW 6618 wmg/L 9.004 1.6(5.9) 1.0 - - ___ -
Berylliua S¥Y 68180 mg/L 8 001 - —— e —
Cadaiun SY 8010 mg/L 8.2 9.01(0.085) 8.01 _ _ - _
Calcium SW 6018  ag/L 8.01 - - - -
Cobalt S¥W 6618 mg/L 9.04 _ - - -
Copper SY 6818 mg/L 8.82 1.0(1.3) 1.8 - _~. - -
+Iron S¥ 6010 mg/L 8.02 0.3 8.3 - _ - -
sNagnesium SW 6018 ag/L # 01 - e - -
Manganese SW 6610 mg/L 8.005 9.05 9.95 _—_ ——_ —_— ___
Mo lybdenun SY 6018 ag/L 8.2 - - - -
Nickel SW 8810 mg/L 0 04 — — — — N
Potassium S¥ 6018 ag/L 8.6 - e - - 1
Silver S¥ 6018 ag/L .02 8.85 (+) 0.85 —_ — — — &
Sodiua S¥ 6818 ng/L 8.1 - - - -
sZinc S¥ 6018 mg/L 8.03 58 5.0 _ _ - _
Arsenic S¥ 7668 ag/L 9.002 9.85 9.05
Lead SW 7421 mg/L 9.002 0.05(0 665)  9.85 — — — —
Mercury SW 7478 mg/L # o608 8.082 8.002 _ - - _
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8818 ug/L 0.5 208.0 200.9 ND KD ND ND
Bromodichloromethane SW 8018 ug/L 9.5 108.0 - 166.8 - ND ND ND ND
Chlorofora SW 8019 ug/L 8.2 100.0 « 100.0 - ND ND ND ND
Dibromochlorosethane SW 8018  ug/L g.5 160 0 - 168.9 - ND ND ND ND
Freon 113 SW 8018 ug/L 0.5 ND ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 88180  ug/L 2 ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 5.0 5.0 8.8 ND 1.8 1.2
Toluene SW 8828  ug/L 8.5 (2¢098.8) ND ND
Semivolatile Organics S¥ 8278 ug/L . ND ND

(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

*+ = Parameters with secondary maximum contaminant levels for standards.

*+ = Sample P85-CW-8088-009 was diluted fifty fold due to the presence of Freon 113. This
compound confirmed and quantified.

ND = Not detected.
= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
() = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.

For total trihalomethanes group.

+



IABLE 4-13 )

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT JRHWP (SITE 8)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
. (Continued)

Site 8 8 8 8
Station 8MH5 8Mwe a7 auwa
Standards and Saaple Type -- -- -- --
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/82/88 12/85/88 12/85/88 12/85/88
Method = cccocmcmcimcaes Field No.  085-GW-286-288 985-CW-828-018 885-GW-888-011 985-GW-808-812
Parameter Method  Units Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. 8812850843 8812873+2 881207343 8812873»1
sTotal Dissolved Solids E168.1 ag/L 18 500.8 506.48 530 560 580 628
sChloride E300 ng/L 8.5 250.9 250.90 12 20 21 28
Fluoride E3eo ag/L 8.5 4.0 4.0 ND 8.7 8.6 g8
*Sulfate E300 eg/L 1.8 250 0 2590.8 61 62 65 54
Ant 1mony SW 6816 wmg/L 8.3 ND ND 8.9 ND
Barium S¥ 6218 g/l 0.004 1.9(5.9) 1.0 8.15 8.22 8.2 8.015
Beryilium S¥W 6818 ag/L 8 201 ND 8.002 ND 8.003
Cadmius SW 6018 mg/L 8.2 8.01(9 085) 8.81 ND ND ND ND
Calcium SW 6018 mg/L 0.91 ' 89 62 78 80
Cobalt SW 6818 mg/L 8.04 ND ND 8.05 ND
Copper SY 6818 mg/L 8.82 1.8(1.3) 1.8 ND ND ND ND
sIron SY 6816 wg/L 2 @2 8.3 8.3 0.04 0.15 0.54 9.22
*Magnesiua SW 6018 ag/L 9.01 39 27 32 36
Manganese SW 6016 mg/L 0 885 9.85 8.65 8.23 8.9819 9.14 8.39
Molybdenun SW 68180 wmg/L 8.2 0.2 ND ND ND
Nickel SW 6018 ag/L B.94 ND ND ND ND S
Potassium SY 6818 ag/L 66 8.8 7.9 2.7 5.2 1
Silver SY 6018 mg/L 8.02 805 (+) 0.05 ND ND ND ND &
Sodium SW 60186 mg/L 8.1 11 24 13 24
slinc S¥ 6818 awg/L 8.43 5.8 6. g.64 ND ND ND
Arsenic SW 7068 mg/L 0.6892 2 05 8.65 0.003 6.009 0.0¢8 9.613
Lead SW 7421  mg/L 0.062 8.05(9.085) 8.85 ND KD 0.064 8.082
Mercury SY 7478  ag/L 0.0008 0.602 0.002 ND ND ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 288.0 200 0 ND ND ND ND
Bromodichloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 100.8 160.9 » ND ND ND ND
Chlorofora S¥ 8018 ug/L 8.2 100.0 - 108.0 - ND ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane SW 8018 ug/L ) 100.9 - 100.9 - ND ND ND ' ND
Freon 113 SW 86810 ug/L 85 ND ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8018  ug/L 2 ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene S¥ 8018  ug/L 85 50 58 ND ND ND ND
Toluene S¥ 8828 ug/L 85 (2000.8) ND ND ND ND
Seaivolatile Organics SW 8278 ug/L ND ND ND ND
(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated
* = Parameters with secondary maximun contaminant levels for standards.
#+ = Sagple @BS5-GW-088-809 was diluted fifty fold due to the presence of Freon 113. This
compound confirmed and quantified.
ND = Not detected
= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
(0 = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.

For total trihalomethanes group

+
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mg/kg. It was also found in one groundwater sample from monitoring well PG802
(0.7 pg/L). 1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA) and 1,2-DCA, breakdown products of
1,1,1-TCA, were also detected in soil samples from this combined site. 1,1-DCA
was detected in soil from monitoring well PG801 (0.0062 mg/kg), while 1,2-DCA
was detected in soil samples from monitoring wells PG401, PG402, PG403, PG801,
PG803 and borehole S0403 in concentrations ranging from 0.0078 to 1.9 mg/kg.

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) was detected in well
PG803 at a concentration of 5.9 mg/L, but was not detected in any of the soil
samples at this combined site.

During Stage 1, toluene and methylene chloride were detected in soil
samples from all the boreholes and monitoring wells, with concentrations ranging
from 0.018 to 0.19 mg/kg and from 0.026 to 0.204 mg/kg, respectively. Toluene
and methylene chloride were not detected in any soil samples collected during
this Stage 2 investigation. These analytes were not detected in any of the
groundwater samples.

During Stage 2, quantities of benzo(a)anthracene (1.4 mg/kg), benzo(a)-
pyrene (0.9 mg/kg), benzo(b)fluoroanthene (1.0 mg/kg), benzo(g,h,i)perylene
(0.7 mg/kg), benzo(k)fluoranthene (1.0 mg/kg), chrysene (1.2 mg/kg),
fluoranthene (3.1 mg/kg), indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene (0.6 mg/kg), phenanthrene
(1.5 mg/kg), and pyrene (2.2 mg/kg) were detected in a soil sample taken from
borehole 8MW8 at 4.0 to 5.5 feet bgs. These compounds are classified as
polynuclear or polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs).

0i1 and grease were found in all soil samples collected during the Stage
1 investigation, with concentrations ranging from 24.5 to 210 mg/kg. During
Stage 2, oil and grease were detected as semi-quantified SW 8270 compounds,
C25-C35 hydrocarbon matrix in soils samples from wells 4MW4 and 8MW4 (80 to
200 mg/kg). C10-C20, which is a lighter weight hydrocarbon matrix, was found
in soils from 8MW7 and 8MW8. O0il and grease were detected in all six ground-
water samples collected during Stage 1, but Stage 2 groundwater samples were
not analyzed for these compounds. Concentrations ranged from 0.5 to 1.6 mg/L.
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Lead was the only metal analyzed for in soil samples collected from this
combined site during Stage 1. It was detected in all soil samples collected
from the FDTA, ranging from 5.59 to 25.11 mg/kg. Soil samples collected at
JRHWP or during Stage 2 at FDTA were not analyzed for this parameter. Stage
2 investigations did include analysis of a fairly complete suite of metals in
groundwater (Tables 4-11 and 4-13). These data were compared to background
levels from the AF Plant 85 perimeter wells with the results discussed in
Section 4.1.2.3.

4.1.2.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems

Two equipment blanks were collected during the groundwater sampling.
Concentrations of TCE were detected in these samples. TCE was also detected
?E—EEE—EEE?g;EdEbndition blank for the site. This suggests that the water used
to generate the equipment blanks and the ambient condition blanks was contami-
nated with TCE. The amounts detected ranged between 0.6 and 1.6 pg/L. TCE was
not detected in the groundwater at any of the wells sampled, but was detected
in soil samples. The high TCE value (189 mg/kg) may be suspect since the
concentration detected in the duplicate sample taken from this same depth was
only 1.3 mg/kg; however, the original sample was confirmed in the second column
but the duplicate was not. The relative percent difference between the origipal
TCE concentration for S0403 and its duplicate is 200. This is likely due to

the lack of soil sample homogenizing.

One duplicate groundwater sample was taken at monitoring well PG402. With
the exception of iron, manganese, and molybdenum, the various concentrations
detected in the duplicate sample were within the 25% of those of the original
groundwater sample. Although iron, manganese, and molybdenum each had a RPD
exceeding 25%, the concentrations for the original sample did not exceed the
method detection limit by a factor of 10 (i.e., they are below the Practical
Quantitation Limit or PQL). A concentration this close to the method detection
lTimit tends to be less precise, due to the difficulty of distinguishing the
small peaks on the chromatograph.

— __,J . 4 o _J . J _ ___| - - - - - -
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Three duplicate soil samples were submitted. These samples were collected
during the installation of monitoring wells 8MW5, 8MW6, and 8MW7. No compounds
were detected in any of these samples (Table 4-8).

4.1.2.3 Significance of Findings

In determining the significance of contaminants found at Combined Site
4/8, chemical concentrations will be compared with the current and proposed
federal primary maximum contaminant levels (MCLs), where established for
parameters in groundwater. The state of Ohio adopted the federal MCLs as state
standards in May 1989. As no federal MCLs exist for contaminants in soils,
guidelines from the 1iterature will be used for comparison. The primary source
used for this comparison is the state of California's designated levels, which
were developed for analytes in soils at a hypothetical "average" site. These
levels were developed by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board
to show the use of this methodology in generating contaminant threshold levels
in soils for the protection of groundwater and surface water resources. Since
these designated levels were computer-generated using specific soil types found
in California, caution should be used in comparing these to the concentrations,
particularly inorganic, found in soil samples collected at AF Plant 85. These

levels were_ established for illustrative purposes only, and they have no
offici ta ignifi ., even in California. Where California

designated levels were not provided for a particular analyte, other literature
sources were consulted and the same precautions should be used in these
comparisons as well.

0f the TCE concentrations found in soil samples at the FDTA, only the 189
mg/kg value exceeded the designated level of 5 mg/kg. However, this value did
not exceed a soil AMEG (Ambient Multimedia Environmental Goal) of 1,000 mg/kg
for TCE provided by Cleland and Kingsbury (1977). An AMEG is the approximate
level of a contaminant "below which unacceptable negative effects in human
populations or in natural biological communities should not occur with
continuous exposure" (Fitchko, 1989).
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The one concentration of 1,1-DCA did not exceed the designated level (20
mg/kg) and only two of the ten 1,2-DCA concentrations were above the 1.0 mg/kg
guideline—for-soils. The designated levels for t-1,2-DCE, toluene, and
1,1,1-TCA (16, 100, and 200 mg/kg, respectively) were not exceeded by any
concentrations found in soils collected at this combined site. The primary
MCL for 1,1,1-TCA (200 pg/L) was also not exceeded by concentrations found in
the groundwater.

Although an MCL has not been established for the presence of Freon 113 in
groundwater, California lists 1.2 mg/L as-the State Action level for this
parameter, which was exceeded by the concentration detected in groundwater from
well PG8O3.

The California designated level for the PAH compounds detected in soil

collected during the installation of well 8MW8 is 0.0028 mg/kg, which was

exceeded by all PAH concentrations found at this location. The exception to
this was fluoranthene, which has a designated level of 42 mg/kg and a
concentration of 3.1 mg/kg. In addition, the tentative Netherlands soil
criteria list the concentration of 20 mg/kg (dry weight) total PAHs as the
delimiting value for soil quality having potential for harmful effects on human
health or the environment and requiring further investigation (Fitchko, 1989).
Total PAHs for the one contaminated soil sample was 13.6 mg/kg.

No federal standard exists for the presence of 0il and grease in soils.
The free petroleum products which tend to stress the environment most are
gasoline and diesel fuels (C4 to C12 and C10 to C23 hydrocarbons, respective-
ly). The fuel components of major concern are benzene, toluene, xylene, and
ethylbenzene (BTX&E) because: 1) they are a serious threat to human health;
2) they have the potential to move through soil and contaminate groundwater;
and 3) their vapbrs are highly flammable and explosive. The hydrocarbons
detected in the soil samples collected during the installation of monitoring
well 4MW4 were considerably heavier (C25 to (C35) than those in gasoline and
diesel and no BTX&E were detected, indicating that the above risks would not
be present.
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The highest concentration of lead found in the soils at the FDTA was 25.11
mg/kg, which was not above the California designated level for lead in soils.
fgr1ﬂﬁr1n1ﬂxRﬂﬁTﬁTBT_EFaﬁﬁaWﬁfEF’zgaai&iﬁiﬁz> The 500 mg/kg value is also the
upper limit for lead in normal urban soils, as listed by the Ontario Ministry
of the Environment guidelines (1986). Concentrations of metals detected in
Stage 2 groundwater samples were compared to current and proposed primary MCLs
(where established) and to estimated background levels for groundwater computed
for AF Plant 85 (Table 4-14).

Samples used to derive background levels were collected froﬁ the Plant
perimeter monitoring wells, collectively referred to as the perimeter wells in
the Stage 2 investigation (see Section 4.1.5 for details on this site). Mean
chemical concentrations were obtained by adding the concentration values from
each background sample and dividing the total by the number of samples. Since
these calculations are for naturally occurring metals, their presence in
groundwater is expected; therefore, values for analytes with concentrations
below the detection level were computed into the mean at the detection level,
rather than zero. In order to more accurately compare chemical concentrations
for the various sites with estimated background levels, ranges for acceptable
concentrations were established by adding two standard deviations to the mean
of each parameter (Table 4-14). The value at the top end of the range is
referred to as the high normal background level (HNBL). For the purposes of
this report, only those metals with established primary MCLs will be discussed
and compared to the HNBLs.

Aluminum, barium, cadmium, chromium, fluoride, lead, mercury, and selenium
concentrations in groundwater samples collected at this combined site did not
exceed their respective primary MCLs or HNBLs; this medium was not analyzed
for the other regulated inorganics (cyanide and nitrate). Arsenic exceeded its
HNBL in one sample by 1.3 times, but did not exceed its established primary MCL.

4.1.2.3.1 Zones of Contamination. In general, the highest concentra-

tions of contaminants were found4n-soil samples collected below 7.0 feet bgs.
This is particularly true for oil and grease and the volatile organics. In the

AL
&/()



Table 4-14. Background Levels and Method Detection Limits for ICP Metals in Groundwater from AF Plant 85 Perimeter Wells

Nﬂ;g;r Antimony{ Barium| Cadmium| Calcium| Cobalt| Copper| Iron [Magnesium| Manganese| Molybdenum| Potassium| Sodium| Zinc | Arsenic Lead
9MW1 <0.3 0.25 | <0.02 95 <0.04 | <0.02 | 0.04 35 0.3 <0.2 1.2 18 |<0.03 | 0.004 0.003
9MW2 0.4 0.45 | <0.02 110 <0.04 | <0.02 {<0.02 37 0.23 0.4 2.1 13 |<0.03 | 0.007 | <0.002
9MW2-dup 0.5 0.43 | <0.04 110 <0.04 | <0.03 | 0.03 37 0.23 <0.2 1.9 16 |<0.03 | 0.006 | <0.002
9MW3 <0.3 0.31 | <0.02 140 <0.04 | <0.02 | 0.12 50 0.5 <0.2 4.8 27 |<0.08 | 0.008 | <0.002
OMW4 <0.3 0.61 | <0.02 130 <0.04 { <0.02 [<0.02 57 0.26 <0.2 5.4 28 [<0.03 | 0.007 | <0.002
9MW5 <0.3 0.47 | <0.02 110 <0.04 | 0.21 | 0.23 45 0.2 0.5 3.4 15 0.17 [<0.002 0.012
9MW6 <0.3 0.15 | <0.02 99 <0.04 | <0.02 | 0.03 KL 0.43 0.3 2.3 20 0.07 ]<0.002 | <0.002
9MW7 <0.3 0.34 | <0.02 130 <0.05 | <0.02 | 1.2 56 0.1 0.2 8.1 43 0.05 | 0.006 | <0.002
PG201 <0.3 0.20 | <0.02 110 <0.05 | <0.02 | 0.07 46 0.1 0.3 3.0 "17  [<0.03 |<0.002 | <0.002
Background Mean: 0.3 0.36 | <0.02 115 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.20 44 0.37 0.28 3.6 22 0.06 | 0.005 0.003
Mean + 20: 0.5 0.65 | <0.02 145 0.05 | 0.17 | 0.96 62 0.97 0.84 8.0 41 0.15 | 0.010 0.010
MDL: 0.3 0.004] <0.02 | 0.01 0.04 | 0.02 | 0.02 | 0.01 0.005 0.2 0.6 0.1 0.03 | 0.002 0.002

MDL
Note:

and have not been included here.
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These values are presented in the text as high normal background levels (x+20).

Method detection limits.
Beryllium, nickel, silver, and mercury values did not exceed their method detection limits

4R
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FOTA this could be explained in two ways. First of all, the fire trainihg
activities would likely burn off the contaminants nearer to the surface and,
secondly, any highly volatile organics at the surface on either site would have
volatilized soon after being deposited. The qne exception to the deeper zone
of contamination occurs with lead, which has its highest concentration found
between 2.5 and 4.0 feet bgs. This could be attributed to the use of leaded
fuels at the FDTA, where the lead would accumulate at the shallower depth after
the petroleum products are burned off and slowly leach deeper into the soils.

4.1.2.3.2 Contaminant Migration. The possible migration pathway of the
organic compounds detected in the soil would be through the groundwater.
However, the hydraulic conductivity in the till is estimated to be between
1076 and 1078 cm/sec. According to the EPA Hazardous Ranking System, the
hydraulic conductivity range for various materials is >1073 to <10~/ cm/sec.

This would suggest that the compounds found at this site would not be
transmitted through the groundwater-readily.

e ——————— _

4.1.2.3.3 Baseline Risk Assessment.  Although no federal or ‘state
regulatory standards exist for the above compounds in soil and none of the
contaminants found in groundwater exceeded primary MCLs, a baseline risk
assessment was performed an the PAHs, TCE, and Freon 113 due to the relatively
high concentrations found at this combined site. Because of the depth at which
the compounds were detected, the only readily availahle pathway for contaminant
migration—w e ndwater. The groundwater at FDTA is

monitored downgradient by well PG401l; while groundwater at JRHWP is monitored'/,'/

by wells 8MW5 and 8MW4.

Waste characterization. The organic chemicals found in the sediments are
classified as polynuclear or polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), which are
a class of compounds consisting of substituted and unsubstituted polycyclic
aromatic rings formed by iqgomp]ete combustion of organic materials. They are
derived from the distillation of coal tar and are also found in the heavier
petroleum and coal tar products, such as oil and asphalt (Sax and Lewis, 1987;
R. Miller, pers. com., 1989).
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Data gathered on this group of chemicals have been largely inferred from
research conducted on benzo(a)pyrene, which will be used here as the represen-
tative compound. The physical, chemical, and fate data for the compound are
presented on Table 4-3.

The Koc for this compound is 5,500,000 ml/g, indicating a very high
affinity for soil or sediment. The K, for benzo(a)pyrene is 6.06, which is
relatively high and indicates that the PAHs would strongly adsorb to suspended
particulate matter, especially those high in organic matter (Clement Associates,
1985). The water solubility for this PAH is 1.20 x 1073 mg/L, indicating that
benzo(a)pyrene is not very soluble in water.

The toxicity data for benzo(a)pyrene are given in Table 4-5. The
carcinogenic potency factor is 11.5 mg/kg/day'1 using the oral route (SPHEM,
1986) . At a cancer risk level of 10'4, the acceptable benzo(a)pyrene dose for
short-term exposure (i.e., during a one-month remediation effort) for a 70 kg
person is 0.50 mg/day; for a 107 cancer risk, the short-term dose is 0.005
mg/day (AGWSE, 1989).

Of the PAHs found at Site 8, those with sufficient evidence to be
classified as carcinogenic in animals include: benzo(a)anthracene,
benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, and indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene. Chrysene
has limited evidence of carcinogenicity. Data are inadequate to assess whether
benzo(g,h,i)perylene and phenanthrene are carcinogenic. The available data
provide no evidence that fluoranthene and pyrene are carcinogenic. Those
chemicals which have been found to be carcinogenic have also been found to be
mutagenic (Clement Associates, 1985). The EPA weight-of-evidence category for
benzo(a)pyrene is Group B2, a probable carcinogen, indicating that there is
sufficient evidence of carcinogenicity in animals, but inadequate evidence in
humans.

TCE exhibits a water solubility of 1.10 x 103 mg/L (Table 4-3), indicat-
ing that it could leach into groundwater fairly readily. Solubilities range
from less than 1 ppb to greater than 100,000 ppm, with most common organics
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falling between 1 and 100,000 ppm (Lyman, 1982). The vapor pressure of 57.9
mm Hg suggests TCE is highly volatile, which would be a concern for high
concentrations in surface soils. With a Tog K, of 2.38 and a Fish BCF of 10.6
1/kg, this contaminant also moderately adsorbs to organics and can bioaccumulate
to some degree (Clement Associates, 1985).

TCE has been shown to be carcinogenic in long-term, high dosage labora-
tory tests on animals, affecting the kidneys, liver, nervous system, and skin.
It was found to be mutagenic in several microbial assay systems. TCE has a low
acute toxicity and the median lethal dose (LDgp) in several species ranged from
6,000 to 7,000 mg/kg. Three freshwater species had a LDgy of about 50 mg/L.
No information was found on the effects of TCE on marine 1ife, domestic animals,
or terrestrial wildlife (Clement Associates, 1985). For humans, the 10'6 cancer
risk associated with lifetime exposure to TCE in drinking water is estimated
to be 2.7 pg/L.

The physical, chemical, and fate data for Freon 113 are tabulated on Table
4-3. This compound is quite-volatile (2.7 x 102 mm Hg) and is slightly soluble
in water (1.0 mg/L). The log K, is 2.00, which indicates a moderate potential
for sorption to organic materials.

There are very few data available concerning the risks of Freon 113.
However, human exposure to vapor concentrations of 4,500 ppm or more can affect
the nervous system. Freon 113 had a mild dermal effect on rabbits at a concen-
tration of 500 mg/L and the LDgy due to ingestion in rats was 43 gm/kg. The
compound is noncarcinogenic with an acceptable oral route intake in chronic
situations of 30 mg/kg/day (Table 4-5; SPHEM, 1986). This would allow a 70 kg
person to ingest 2,100 mg/day, or 356 liters per day of freon-contaminated
water. (70 kg is the average weight of an individual drinking an average of
2 liters of water per day; SPHEM, 1986).

Source and release characterization. The organic compounds, as well as
the lead, found at the FDTA are likely the result of past fire training
Qactivities. The toluene, methylene chloride, TCE, 1,1,1-TCA, 1,1-DCA, 1,2-DCA,
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t-1,2-DCE, and petroleum products found at JRHWP are probably the result of the
spills and leaks which have occurred at the storage pad. The TCE, 1,1,1-TCA,
1,1-DCA, 1,2-DCA, and t-1,2-DCE are used as solvents and mixed solvents were
reported to have been stored at this site. In addition, TCE was likely mixed
with the waste oils burned during fire training exercises and could exist in
an isolated pocket, missed during excavation of the inactive fire pit.

Although the source of the PAHs has not been positively identified, the
Stage 2 field team thought that the sample containing the PAHs may have been
obtained when drilling through an old roadbed. The PAHs detected at JRHWP are
byproducts of the coal tar distillation process and are also found in some of
the heavier petroleum products.

There is no documentation of Freon 113 having been stored at the JRHWP or
of a spill having occurred, but the waste pad does appear to be the most likely
source. Freon 113 is used as a solvent and solvents were stored at this pad.

Transport media and fate of contamination. A high TCE value (189 mg/kg)
was_detected during Stage 1 in only soil sample (S0403) collected in the FDTA.
The FDTA was deactivated in 1977, after which the site was excavated to a depth
of 30 inchesi§5§\and backfilled. Any TCE remaining at this site is likely to
be contained in-amn—isetated—pocket—missed during excavation. The soils here
are very low in permeability, as evidenced by the fact that no TCE, which is
highly soluble in water, has reached any of the downgradient monitoring wells
after 13 years of burial. However, because of the depth at which the high TCE

concentration was detected (7.5 to 9.0 feet bgs), future excavation of this soil
for perhaps a building foundation could stir up the TCE, allowi it—to—enter

the atmospheric pathway.

PAHs were only found in the soils at JRHWP, indicating they are not
presently being transported into the groundwater. These organic compounds
could reach groundwater by leaching from polluted soils; however, these
chemicals are only slightly soluble in water (1.20 x 10-3 mg/L) and adsorb
readily to particulate matter. Therefore, groundwater would not be a likely
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transport medium for PAHs. Atmospheric transport is possible either through
adsorption to airborne particulates or by volatilization of those PAHs with
low molecular weights. The‘gﬁﬂs were found in one soil sample at a depth of

between 4.0 to 5.5 bgs and would only enter i sqils were

disturbed.

PAHs can be bioaccumul metabolize quickly and then

be eliminated. Bioaccumulation and biodegradation are probably the ultimate
fate processes for PAHs. The available data suggest that the PAHs with high
molecular weights are degraded slowly by microbes and readily metabolized by
multicellular organisms. Microbes appear to degrade PAHs much more completely
than mammals. (Clement Associates, 1985.)

Freon 113 was found in well PG803, which was screened in the transition
zone between the till and the outwash deposits. This compound was not detected
in either the other downgradient wells screened in the till or in any of the
wells in the vicinity screened in the deeper outwash. It appears that Freon
113 is not migrating to other groundwater monitoring wells. This compound was
not detected in any of the soil samples collected at Sites 4 and 8. Since Freon
113 is quite volatile, it is possible that concentrations in soil close to the
ground surface could have volatilized and entered the atmospheric medium and
were transported downwind to the community of Gahanna. No fate information was
found for Freon 113.

Receptors, exposure points, and exposure routes. The three exposure
routes of ingestion, inhalation, and dermal contact are possible at these sites.
Inhalation and dermal contact could take place if any future activities at this
combined site occurred which disturbed the soils, such as during any new
construction. The receptors would be those working at the site during such
activities, as well as the downwind community of Gahanna. The compounds found
in the soil do not occur in the groundwater, therefore ingestion is only a
concern for Freon 113. The compound was detected in a transitional water-
bearing zone. However, this zone is not used as a water supply, primarily due
to the low yield of the water-bearing formation. Consequently, there are no
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present receptors nor are there likely to be in the future unless the soils are
disturbed at the FDTA. ' ~

No present threat to human health and wildlife. There does not appear to
be a threat to human health or the environment by the presence of PAHs in the
one soil sample collected at JRHWP. These contaminants are of limited areal
extent and total PAH concentration did not exceed the tentative Netherlands
guidelines which would warrant further investigation of these compounds in
soils. They were not detected in groundwater samples collected from monitoring
wells at this combined site. -Also, since these contaminants are not very
soluble in water and they are highly adsorbent to soil, the Tikelihood of them
entering the groundwater to be consumed is low, especially considering the low
yield of the water-bearing formation. Finally, the depth at which the PAHs were
found is such that the only risk to health would occur if they were excavated.

Freon 113 was found in only one groundwater sample at a concentration of
5.9 mg/L. It was not detected in any of the soil samples. This compound is
noncarcinogenic with an acceptable oral route intake in chronic situations of
3.00 mg/kg/day, which would allow an average person to ingest 2,100 mg/day.
However, Freon 113 was detected in a transitional water-bearing zone, which is
not used as a water supply due to its low yield. Therefore, it is not likely
that the Freon 113 found at this site will be a threat to human health and the
environment.

TCE and the other solvents were detected in relatively low concentrations,
none exceeding established standards or guidelines. The one exception to this
is the 189 mg/kg concentration found in one soil sample. As previously
mentioned, this value may be suspect due to the low concentration found in its
duplicate. However, assuming that this high value is valid, examination of the
health risk from this compound is continued. ﬁziﬂﬂas a high water solubility,
yet it was not detected in the groundwater samples collected from the down-
gradient well monitoring the borehole in which it was found. Also, TCE is
highly volatile and because of the depth at which this compound is found, the
only potential risk to health from TCE would occur during excavation at this
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site. Therefore, it appears that no receptors for this compound exist at this

time and there is no present risk to human health and the environment. However,

this may not be the case should the property containing the FDTA be sold.

Because of the depth at which the high TCE concentration was detected (7.5 to

9.0 feet bgs), excavation of this soil for a building foundation could stir up

the TCE, allowing it to enter the atmospheric pathway. A _deed disclosure
describing the possibility of TCE on the site, might be required before the Air

Force could sell it.

4.1.3 Discussion of Results for Mason's Run (Site 5)

Mason's Run is located in the central area of the Plant. It enters the
Plant boundaries from the Port Columbus Airport, flows south through the
facility, and exits near the entrance to AF Plant 85 on Fifth Avenue. Mason's
Run is channeled with a concrete culvert through most of its extent within the
Plant boundaries. Figure 1-2 shows the location and path of the stream through
the Plant, while Figures 4-7 and 4-8 give details of the northern and southern
extent of Mason's Run. ‘

Since 1941, Mason's Run has received miscellaneous spills of oil and fuel,
usually as a result of surface water runoff entering the extensive on-site
stormwater drainage system which empties into the run. Surface drainage enters
the storm drains during periods of heavy precipitation; the system is connected
to Mason's Run in the central portion of the facility and to Turkey Run towards
the west. An oil skimmer system with a floating boom and concrete weir were
installed about 15 years ago on Mason's Run where it exits the facility near
Fifth Avenue. This system lies outside of the perimeter fence but is still on
Plant property. In addition to the various oil and fuel spills, approximately
50,000 gallons of coal pile leachate entered Mason's Run when a holding tank
leaked in May 1983. Also, several fish kills have been reported on Mason's Run
downstream of the Plant. During the RI/FS, Stage 2 investigation (September
and December 1988), an oil sheen was visible on Mason's Run near its exit point
on Fifth Avenue.
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4.1.3.1 Presentation of Results

4.1.3.1.1 Site Geology/Hydrogeology. The Plant lies within the drainage
basin of Big Walnut Creek which is a tributary of the Scioto River. The general
direction of surface water drainage at the Plant is shown on Figure 2-8.
Mason's Run flows southward and eventually joins Big Walnut Creek approximately
5 miles south of the Plant. Flow within the run is generally Tow except during
times of heavy precipitation. A large portion of the facility is paved, so
surface runoff depends on recent precipitation or snowmelt. On-site soils are
relatively impermeable (4 x 107 to 1 x 10'4), which adds to the amount of
surface water runoff entering Mason's Run. '

Two monitoring wells (5MW3 and 5MW4) were installed along Mason's Run
during the Stage 2 field program. Well 5MW3 is Tocated where Mason's Run enters
AF Plant 85 and well 5MW4 is located on the southern portion of the Plant where
the stream exits the facility.

Two wells (PG501 and PG502) were previously installed during the earlier
IRP Phase II, Stage 1 investigation; PG502 was screened in the outwash, PG501
in an interbedded zone. A pair of wells are now in place where Mason's Run
enters the facility and a pair are located where the stream exits Plant 85 near
Fifth Avenue. Each of the paired wells has been drilled and developed in
separate water-bearing zones. Wells 5MW3 and 5MW4 are screened in the shallow
Wisconsin glacial till, which is essentially a heterogeneous mixture of
boulders, cobbles, gravels, sands, and clays. The borehole for well 5MW4 showed
a mixture of sand, silt, clay, and cobbles of shale and limestone. The clay
was gray to dark gray in color and ranged from a sandy to silty clay. The
borehole for well 5MW3 consists of the same gray to grayish-brown sandy and
silty clay.

The outwash, which was formed by meltwaters draining from the glacial ice,
forms somewhat well-sorted deposits of sand and gravel. The soil borings for
these wells PG501 and PG502 show gravel and shale fragments from 35 to 50 feet
(see lithologic logs, Appendix C). This deeper outwash formation is separated
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from the shallower till by several feet of dry grayish-brown clay. Soil borings
for wells PG501 and 5MW3 give a good description of this confining layer
(Appendix C).

4.1.3.1.2 Analytical Results. Two soil samples were taken from PG501
and PG502 and submitted for analysis during Stage 1 only. The results of the
soil sampling are found on Table 4-15.

Data from six groundwater samples are presented in Tables 4-16 and 4-17.
Wells PG501 and PG502 were sampled during both Stages 1 and 2. Wells 5MW3 and
5MW4 were sampled during Stage 2. Wells PG501 and PG502 primarily monitor the
outwash, while wells 5MW3 and 5MW4 primarily monitor the till.

During Stage 1, surface water samples were taken at three different times
in one day: prior to the beginning of the work day, at the noon hour, and at
the end of the day shift, providing data on how facility activities affect
Mason's Run. Stage 2 sampling consisted of retrieving two surface water sam-
ples, one upstream and one downstream. The results of the surface water
sampling are found on Tables 4-18 and 4-19.

Seven sediment samples were collected during the Stage 1 investigation
and three sampies during the Stage 2 investigation. Tables 4-20 and 4-21 show

the concentrations of the compounds and elements detected.

4.1.3.1.3 Discussion of Analytical Data. Both organic and inorganic

constituents were detected in soil, sediment, groundwater, and surface water
samples collected from Mason's Run.

The most prevalent organic compounds found at this site were oil and grease
and other related petroleum products, including PAHs. (0il and grease were
detected in Stage 1 soil samples collected during the installation of monitoring
wells PG501 and PG502. Concentrations ranged from 93.3 to 518 mg/kg at depths
from 15.0 to 51.5 feet bgs. Groundwater samples collected from these same wells
showed 0il and grease concentrations of 1.4 and 1.1 mg/L, respectively. Surface



TABLE 4-15

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON'S RUN (SITE 6)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Site b b b b

Station PG 581 PG 661 PG 502 PG 562

Depth 16.8 - 18.5 26.8 - 26.6 49.8 - 410 8.8 - 51.5

Standards and Sample Type -- -- - --

Action Levelse  Date Coll. 12/13/85 12/13/86 #1/08/88 61/88/86

Method @ —----cemeeeeo Field No. GS-86-5001 GS-85-5882 G5-86-50808 GS-86-65009

Paraneter Method  Units  Detection Limit Federal State  Lab No. FG-222 FG-223 FG-8687 FG-268
Cadniun SW 7138 ag/kg 9.2 8.24 #.51 #.22 1.02
Chrosiun SY 7218  »g/kg §.6081 4.54 4.18 4.95 18.8
Lead SW 7428  ag/kg 0.048 7.39 11.30 8.50 19.4
Nickel SW 7328 ag/kg §.802 24.2 19.1 38.1 88.8
0il and Grease E 413.2 ag/kg NA 164 281 93.3 518
1,1-Dichloroethane SY 8818 mg/kg 9.0044 . . _ o
1,2-Dichloroethane S¥ 8818 mg/kg 0.6044 _ _ _ L
Methylene chloride SW 8819 mg/kg 9.0844 . _ _ .
Tetrachloroethylene S§ 8618 ag/kg 9.8844 _ _ _ .
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene S¥W 8018 mg/kg 9.0044 _ _ __ __
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8018 mg/kg 8.0844 _ _ . _
Trichloroethylene SY 8016 mg/kg 8.8049 __ _ _ _
Toluene SW 8828 ag/kg §.8334 . . _ .
Arochor 1280 S¥ 8088 mg/kg NA _ _ _ .
Moisture in soil Percent 8.39 18.88 11.77 79.48

EX S
=2

ot, detected.
anple not analyzed for this parameter.

Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
Not available.
N
S
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TABLE 4-18

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON’S RUN (SITE 6)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Site 5 5 5
Station PG 581 PG 602 PG 502
Standards and Sample Type -- -- Dup 5812
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 3/5/86 3/5/88 3/5/88
Method —ecevccemmconaas Field No. GP-86-50811 GP-88-5812 GP-86-5813
Paraneter Methed Units Detection Limits Federal State Lab No. FJ-489 FJ-4990 FJ-491
sTotal Dissolved Solids E 168.1 ag/L 1 600.0 500.0 464 1182 _
*Sulfate E 300 ng/L @.0005 256.0 258.0 73.8 556 _
Arsenic E 208.2 mg/L 8 9034 8.85 8.85 .
Cadnium, Total E 213.2 ag/L 9.8861 8.81(0.005) ©.01 “ND WD 6.0068
Cadaium, Dissolved E 213.2 nmg/L 9.0001 p.91(0.08085) @.01
Chromiun, Total E 218.2 wmg/L 0.891 “ND “ND - “ND
Chroaiun, Dissolved E 218.2 eg/L #.801 . L
*Copper E 220.2 wmg/L 8.00812 1.0 1.0
Lead, Total E 239.2 mg/L ¢ 0006 8.05(9.085) ©.05 9.985 8.0898 )] N
Lead, Dissolved E 239.2 ag/L ? 2006 9.85(9 €65) ©@.85 _ _ _ ]
sManganese E 243.2 ag/L 0.0003 8.85 9.05 EQ
Nickel, Total E 249.2 ag/L 8.001 8.902 9.0343 “ND
Nickel, Dissolved E 249.2 mg/L 6.601 o .
sZinc E 289.1 mg/L 8.802 5.0 5.8 ___ _ _
Total Organic Carbon E 415.1 mg/L 9.885 8.2 1.7 .
Total Organic Halides SW 9828 ug/L 10 ND ND L
0il and Grease E 413.2 g/l 8.1 14 1.1 1.3
1,1,1-Trichloroethane E 661 ug/L 1 200.6 200.9 ND ND
Chlorofora E 601 ug/L 1 190.0 + 100.9 - ND ND -
Aromatic VOCs + E 602 ug/L 1 ND ND _
*+ = Parameters with secondary maximum contaminant levels for standards.

(3) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
ND = Not detected.
= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
For total trihalomethanes group.



TABLE 4-17

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON'S RUN (SITE 5)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

Site 5 [ 5 5 5
Station PG 501 PG 582 PG 582 5MW3 5MW3
Standards and Sample Type -- Ist Column 2nd Column - Trip Blank
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 11/22/88 11/28/88 11/28/88 11/22/88 11/22/88
Method = ------meeeeooo- Field No.  885-GW-P85-081 085-GW-005-005 085-GW-985-005 885-GW-885-002 885-GW-085-003
Parameter Method Units Detection Liait Federal State Lab No 8811368+¢1 8811421s1 881142145 881136941 88113692
slotal Dissolved Solids E168.1  ag/L 10 500 @ 500.0 570 1620 _ 860 .
sChloride E300 ag/L 8.5 250 8 250.8 10 26 a4
Fluoride E300 ag/L 85 40 4.0 ND 1.7 — 8.6 :
#Sylfate E3o0 ag/L 1.9 250 @ 250.0 79 340 : 168 _
Antiaony SW 6018 ag/L 8.3 8.3 ND ND .
Bariua SW 6018 ag/L 8.004 50 1.9 83 8.2 — 8 12
Bery!lium S¥ 6018 ag/L 9.081 ND ND ___ ND -
Cadaiun SY 6818 ag/L 8.2 1.8 (8 985) @01 ND ND — ND _
Calcium S¥ 60180 ag/L 8.01 128 238 ——_ 158
Cobalt S¥ 6018 ag/L 8.04 ND 8.05 — ND -
Copper SY 6818 mg/L 8.92 8 81(1 3) 1.0 ND ND — ND —
sIron SW 6018 mg/L 0.02 f3 8.3 9.49 8.56 ___ 8.05 _
Magnesium S¥ 6018 mg/L 8.01 44 88 — 49 -
sManganese SW 6818 amg/L 8 805 0.85 0.685 8.075 024 —_ 1.2 _
Molybdenus SW 62818 mg/L 82 ND 64 ND _ =
Nickel S¥ 6018 mg/L 8.04 ND 8.04 - ND _ &
Potassiuam SW 6019 g/l 8.6 1.4 4.9 ——— 6.1 _ o
Silver SY 6810 ag/L 8.02 f 85(s) @.05 ND ND —_- ND ___
Sodiua SW 6018 mg/L 81 12 24 - 33 ___
+Zinc SW 6819 ag/L f 03 58 50 0.99 8.08 : 9.04 _
Arsenic SW 7868 ag/L 0 002 @ 05 9 85 0.008 8.812 0 908 _
Lead SW 7421 ag/L 6 062 6.65(8 085) 8.95 8.003 8.002 - ND _
Mercury SW 7478  ag/L ? 0098 0 802 9.0882 ND ND _ ND ___
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8818 ug/L g5 200 8 200.0 ND ND ND ND
Bromodichloromethane SW 8218 ug/L 8.5 108.9 « 108.9 » ND ND _ ND ND
Chlorofora SW 8018  ug/L 2 108 8 - 188.0 « ND ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane S¥W 8816 ug/L g5 100 0 » 100.9 + ND ND e ND ND
Freon 113 S¥ 8818  ug/L 8.5 ND ND -__ ND ND
Methylene chloride  SW 8818 ug/L 28 ND ND _—_ ND ND
Trichloroethylene S¥ 8016 ug/L 85 58 56 ND ND _ ND ND
Toluene SW 8828 ug/L 85 (2000 @) ND 65 ND ND ND
Seaivolatile Organics SW 8278  ug/L KD ND . ND _

Parameters with secondary maxinun contaminant Tevels for standards.

Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated

Not detected

Sanple not analyzed for this parameter

0 = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1999.
+ = For total trihalomethanes group

*
(a)
ND
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TABLE 4-17
ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON’S RUN (SITE 5)

DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Site 5 5 8 8
Station 5MW3 SMW4 Bldg 124 Bldg 124
" Standards and Sample Type AC Blank -- 1st Column 2nd Coluen
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 11/22/88 12/07/88 12/12/88 12/12/88
Method = ------ccmeeeeeen Field No 285-GW-005-004 @85-CW-995-0806 085-PW-008-013 085-PW-088-813
Paraneter Method Units Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. 8811369+3 881215245 8812208+1 881228845
sTotal Dissolved Solids E168.1 ng/L 18 500.9 500 @ ___ 2500 149 _
+Chloride E300 ng/L 85 258.0 258.0 _ 7 17 _
Fluoride E320 ng/L 8.5 4.8 4.0 . ND 8.8 L
+Sulfate E300 ng/L 1.0 250.0 250.0 . 119 41 _
Antimony SW 6818 ag/L 83 . 83 ND _
Bariun SY 6810 ng/L 2 004 5.0 1.9 L 0 042 0.622 _
Beryl)ium SY 6916 ag/L 8.001 _ ND 8.003 _
Cadniun SW 6018 =g/L 8.2 1.8 (0.885) 0.81 . ND ND .
Calcium SW 6618 ag/L 8.61 . 489 21 _
Cobalt W 6819 ag/L 0.94 _ ND ND _
Copper SV 6016 ag/L 9.02 8 01(1.3) 1.8 _ ND ND _
sIron S¥ 6018 =g/L 8.02 8.3 8.3 . ND 8.88 _
Magnesiua SW 6818 ag/L g 81 _ 169 8.8 _
sManganese S¥ 6818  mg/L 0.905 0.05  0.85 _ 8.62 8.817 _ :
Mo lybdenus SW 6818 ag/L 8.2 . ND ND _ .
Nickel SY 6018  ag/L 8 04 _ ND ND _ o
Potassiua SW 6016 ag/L 8.6 _ 18 a7 _ ~
Silver SW 6018 ag/L 9.92 9.05(s) 9.05 _ 8.92 ND _
Sodium SW 6818 ag/L g.1 _ 19 12 _
sZinc SW 6818 mg/L g 23 5.0 5.0 . g.1 8.29 _
Arsenic SW 7868 mg/L 9 002 9.05 B 85 . ND ND .
Lead SW 7421  ag/L 0 002 9.05(9.805) 9.85 _ ND ND
Mercury SW 7478  mg/L 9.9008 8.002  0.002 _ ND - 9 2828 _
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 200 0 200.0 ND ND ND ND
Bromodichloronethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 100.6 « 100.8 - ND ND 3.7 4
Chloroform SW 8016 ug/L f2 100.6 + 108.9 - ND ND 68 89
Dibromochioromethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 100.6 - 100.9 - ND ND ] ND
Freon 113 SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 ND ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8018 ug/L 2.0 ND ND 2.1 ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8918 ug/L 8.5 5.0 5.0 ND ND ND ND
Toluene SY 80280 ug/L 85 (2000 8) ND ND ND L
Semivolatile Organics SW 8278 ug/L . ND ND L

Parameters with secondary maximum contaminant Tevels for standards

Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.

‘0 = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1992
= For total trihalomethanes group

*
(2)
ND

+



TABLE 4-18

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SURFACE WATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON'S RUN (SITE 6)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Site 5 b 5
Station NS 681 NS 581 NS 681
Standards and Sample Type -- -- -
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 3/6/88 3/8/88 3/8/88
Method -~~--cccecccceaao Field No. GN-86-5814 GN-86-5018 GN-86-5818
Parameter Method Units Detection Limits Federal State Lab No. FJ-492 FJ-494 FJ-498
+Total Dissolved Solids E 168.1 mg/L 1 660.8 600.8 338 401 503
sSulfate E 300 ag/L @ @eas 250.8 260.¢8 49.2 62.4 85.8
Arsenic E 206.2 mg/L 6.0034 g.85 #.85 s L
Cadaium, Total E 213.2 ag/L 8.0081 0.01(6.885) 0.01 9.0083 9.0083 8.0081
Cadaium, Dissolved E 213 2 ag/L 8.2001 9.01(0.935) 8.01 0.8802 ND 8.0001
Chromium, Total E 218.2 mg/L 8.001 2.8841 9.98831 9.8025
Chromium, Dissolved E 218.2 mg/L 9.601 0.8939 9.0829 0.0034
Copper E 220.2 ag/L 8.2012 1.8(1.3) 1.8 -
Lead, Total E 239.2 ag/L 8.0006 0.85(0.085) .05 8.0114 9.611d 9.0117
Lead, Dissolved E 239.2 ag/L 0.00088 8.85(0.885) @.05 0.0858 9.0056 0.6038
sManganese E 243.2 ag/L 0.0083 0.085 8.85
Nickel, Total E 249 2 amg/L 8 201 . 8.0053 8.0842 8.0825 =
Nicke!, Dissolved E 249.2 =g/l 8.001 9.0034 9.0029 9.0015 o
sZinc E 289.1 mg/L 8 002 5.0 5.0 . _ . o
Total Organic Carbon E 415.1 ag/L 8.9085 8.5 15.3 17.0
Total Organic Halides SW 9820 ug/L 19 48 @ 84.3 78.2
0il and Grease E 413.2 g/l 8.1 1.6 1.7 1.1
1,1,1-Trichloroethane E 681 ug/L 1 209.0 260 0 1.8 ND ND
Chloroform E 681 ug/L 1 108.9 + 100.08 - 5.6 12.9 12.8
Aromatic VOCs E 682 ug/L 1 ND ND ND

Paraseters with secondary maximum contaminant levels for standards.

Yhere no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this paraceter. @
Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.

+ = For total trihalomethanes group.

*

(2)
ND
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TABLE 4-18

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SURFACE WATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON'S RUN (SITE b)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

(Cont inued)
Site b 5 b
Station NS 582 NS 582 NS 582
*  Standards and Sample Type -- -- --
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 3/8/886 3/8/88 3/8/88
Method ~  —-ccccecmeeeo- Field No. GN-86-5015 GN-86-5017 GN-88-5019
Parameter Method  Units Detection Limits Federal ' State Lab No. FJ-493 FJ-495 FJ-497
2Total Dissolved Solids E 160.1 mg/L 1 608.0 600.8 450 673 878
*Sulfate E 308 ag/L 8.0805 250.9  250.0 61.5 74.8 88.3
Arsenic E 206.2 mg/L 0.0034 8.085 8.65
Cadaiun, Total E 213.2 nmg/L 8.2001 8.81(0.885) #8.81 0.08981 8.8902 0.9083
Cadmium, Dissolved E 213.2 wg/L # 0031 8.01(8.005) 9.01 8.0061 8.0001 9.00082
Chromius, Total E 218.2 ag/L 8.@01 9.0024 ? 8017 9.0318
Chromiua, Dissolved E 218.2 ag/L 9.6861 9.0022 9.0812 0.6018
Copper E 220.2 wmg/L 9.0012 ©1.8(1.3) 1.0
Lead, Total E239.2 ag/L 8.0006 8.05(8.905) 0.65 9.0T97 8.0736 9.6143
Lead, Dissolved E 239.2 ag/L 8.2086 8.06(8.005) ©.05 9.8108 8 8956 6.0834
*Manganese E 243.2 =g/l 0.0003 8.05 9.05 L
Nickel, Total E 249.2 mg/L 6.601 9.6967 8 2953 @ 8847 +
Nickel, Dissolved E 249 2 ng/L 8.001 9.8058 9.08248 9.0058 N
sZinc E 289.1 =g/L 8.002 5.8 5.0 . _ _ o
Total Organic Carbon E 415.1 ag/L 0.685 26.5 38.5 31.9
Total Organic Halides S¥ 9028 ug/L 10 26.2 27.2 32.8
0il and Grease E 413.2 g/l g.1 2.3 1.4 1.3
1,1,1-Trichloroethane E 601 ug/L 1 200.9 200.8 ND ND ND
Chlorofora E 841 ug/L 1 100.6 + 106.0 - ND ND ND
Aromatic VOCs E 682 ug/L 1 , ND ND ND

»

Parameters with secondary maximua contaainant levels for standards.

Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

Not detected.

Saaple not analyzed for this parameter.

0 = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
+ = For total trihalomethanes group.

(2)
ND
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ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SURFACE WATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON'S RUN (SITE 5)

DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

Site 5 b b

Station 5SW1 34 1 65W2

Standards and Sample Type - -- 1st Coluan

Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/88/88 3/15/89 12/88/88

Method ~ --------ceeee- Field No.  ©85-5¥-805-802 @B85-SW-085-804 885-SW-0P5-201

Parageter Method Units Detection Liait Federal State Lab No. 88121524 93-324-2 881215243
sTotal Dissolved Solids F166.1 rg/L 18 600.8 600.0 608 . 349
*Chloride E308 ng/L 8.5 260.0 250.8 15 _ 68
Fluoride E380 ng/L 8.5 4.9 4.8 ND ND
sSulfate E300 ag/L 1.8 250.8  250.8 78 _ 69
Ant 1zony SW 6018 mg/L 8.3 ND ND
Bariua SW 6018 =g/L 0.084 1.6(5.98) 1.8 .12 ___ 9.075
Beryllium SY 6010 ag/L 8.081 ND - 9.001
Cadaiun S¥ 6018 mg/L 8.2 6.01(8.605) 8.61 ND _ ND
Calcium SW 6818 ag/L 8.41 138 62
Cobalt SW 6018 ag/L 8.04 ND ::: ND
Copper SY 6018 mg/L 8.02 1.8(1.3) 1.8 .64 - _ ND
sIron S¥ 6016 ag/L 8.02 8.3 8.3 ND ND
Magnesiua S¥ 6018 mg/L 8 o1 39 _ 23
sManganese S¥ 6010 =g/L 0.085 9.085 0.85 9.829 _ 0.892
Mol ybdenum SW 68186 eg/L 8.2 ND ___ ND
Nickel SY 6018 ag/L 8.04 ND _ ND
Potassiua SY 6818 mg/L 9.6 1.5 2.7
Silver SW 6818 mg/L 8 82 8.85(+) 9.85 ND - N
Sodium S¥ 6018 mg/L 81 ’ 14 _ 18
sZinc SY 6818 mg/L 003 5.8 5.9 8.83 . g.11
Arsenic SW 7866 mg/L 8.802 885 8.05 ND ND
Lead S 7421  ag/L 6 002 8.05(0.005) 8 65 ND - ND
Mercury SY 7478 mg/L 0 0008 8.002  0.002 ND _ ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥W 8618 ug/L 8.5 208.0 208.0 ND ND 8.5
Bromodichloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 85 160.0 + 100.0 + ND ND 1
Chlorofora SW 8018 ug/L g2 196.6 « 108 0 » ND ND 38
Dibromochloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 9.5 1006 « 100 0 - ND ND ND
Freon 113 SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 88180 ug/L 2 ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8018 ug/L 85 5.8 5.8 ND ND 2.5
Toluene Sw 8828 ug/L 85 (2008.0) ND _ ND
S¥ 8278 ND ND

Seaivolatile Organics

= Parameters with secondary maxioun contaminant levels for standards.

*
(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
ND

Not detected.

0

+

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
Standards listed 1n parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
For total trihalomethanes group
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ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SURFACE WATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON’S RUN (SITE 5)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Site 5 5 5
Station 55W2 bSW2 ESW2
Standards and Sample Type 2nd Column 1st Column 2nd Column
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/88/88 3/15/89 3/15/89
Mathod = —---cmceeee- Field No. 985-SW-@p5-001 985-SW-085-083 985-SW-0856-063
Parameter Method  Units Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. 86812152+12 83-324-1 93-324-4
sTotal Dissolved Solids E168.1 ng/L 10 500.8 560.0 _ _ .
sChloride E300 rg/L 85 250.9 250.9
Fluoride E300 ag/L 8.5 N N 40 - -
*Sulfate E300 mg/L 18 258.8  250.8 _ _ _
Antimony SW 6018 mg/L 83 .
Barium S¥ 6010 mg/L 0.004 1.8(5.8) 1.8 _"_ - -
Beryllium SW 6818 mg/L 8.001 - - -
Cadaiun S¥ 6818 mg/L g2 0.01(0.005) 6.01 — ——— '——
Calciun S 6018 ag/L 8.81 - - -
Cobalt S¥ 6016 mg/L ? 04 : - - -
Copper SW 6816 mg/L 8.02 1.8(1.3) 1.8 —_- - -
sIron SW 6816 ag/L 8.02 0.3 0.3 - ___ -
Magnesiua SW 6818 mg/L 8.81 - - -
sManganese SW 6016 amg/L 8.005 8.05 9.05 - ___ -
Molybdenun SW 6810 mg/L 8.2 - — -
Nickel SW 6018 mg/L 0 24 - - -
Potassiua SW 6218 mg/L 6.6 - "— -
Silver SW 6018  mg/L 8.2 - 8.05(s) .85 — — —
Sodium SW 6010  ag/L 9.1 — — —
sZinc SW 6018 mg/L 8.03 5.9 5.0 — — —
Arsenic SW 7868 mg/L 0.082 2.85 8.85
Lead SW 7421  ng/L 8.002 9.85(9.085) 9.05 - — ___
Mercury SW 7478 wg/L 9.0008 9.002 0.002 _ _ _
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 208.6  200.0 ND 1.1 9.8
Bromodichloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 100.6 « 100.0 - 8.7 ND ND
Chlorofora SW 8819 ug/L 8.2 160.6 + 160.0 b 1.3 8.9
Dibromochloromethane SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 106.0 «+ 100.0 ~ ND ND ND
Freon 113 SW 80190  ug/L 8.5 ND ND ND
Methylene chloride  SW 8918 ug/L 2 ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 5.9 5.0 8.3 1.8 8.5
Toluene S¥W 8820 ug/L 8.5 (2009.9) _
Semivolatile Organics S¥ 8270

*
(a)
ND Not detected.

+*

Paraneters with secondary maximum contaminant levels for standards.
Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal WMCLs with the final rule expected in 1998,
For total trihalomethanes group.
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TABLE 4-29

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SEDIMENT SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON'S RUN (SITE &)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Site 5 b b b

Station SS 661 §S 662 SS 583 SS 603

Depth -- - - --

Standards and Sasple Type - -- - --

Action Levelss Date Coll. 91/06/86 91/08/8e8 91/06/88 #1/86/88

Method = cccmccccmooo Field No. GC-88-6001 GC-88-6862 GC-86-6883 GC-88-6007

Paraneter Method  Units  Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. FG-26@ FG-261 FG-862 FG-088

Cadaiua SW 7138  mg/kg §.2 9.08 2.03 1.04 8.18

Chroniun SW 7218  mg/kg 0.0001 21.8 207 132 119

Lead SW 7428  ag/kg 9.008 66.5 292 202 S

Nickel SW 7328  ag/kg 9.082 21.1 168 51.2 .

0il and Grease E 413.2 ag/kg NA : 3012 7325 1788 _

1,1-Dichloroethane SW 8818 mg/kg 9.0044 . o _ _

1,2-Dichloroethane SY 8010 ag/kg 8.8044 _ _ _ .

Methylene chloride SW 8018 ag/kg 0.0844 ' _ — . _
Tetrachloroathylene SW 8018 wmg/kg 9.0044 | _ - _ —_ -

Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene SW 8218 ag/kg 0.8044 ! . ___ ____ _ 1

1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8018 ag/kg 9.8344 | _ L . _ N

Trichloroethylene SW 8019 ag/kg 9.0049 | _ —_ _ _

Toluene SW 8620 mg/kg 0.8834 . _ _ .

Aroclor 1268 S¥ 8088 mg/kg NA L . _ .

Moisture in soil Percent ' 21.65 84.m 52.94 68.74

here no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

ExXx e
o>

ot detected.
anple not analyzed for this parameter.

| |
Not available.
N
S
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TABLE 4-26

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SEDIMENT SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON'S RUN (SITE 6)
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Site b b b
Station SS 504 SS 586 SS bes
Depth -- -- --
Standards and Sasple Type -- -- --
Action Levelse Date Coll. 91/07/88 81/07/68 @1/a87/88
Method = c-cecomeecccee- Field No. GC-86-5004 GC-86-5085 GC-88-65086
Paraseter Method  Units  Detection Limit Federal State Lab No. FQ-£83 FG-064 FG-985
Cadaius SW 7138 mg/kg 9.2 8.73 2.87 1.569
Chromiua S¥ 7218 mg/kg 9.6001 7.3 17.2 18.4
Lead SY 7420  mg/kg 0.008 29.4 94.2 55.6
Nickel SY 7328 mg/kg 9.002 18.1 7.4 34.9
0il and Grease E 413.2 ag/kg NA 72.9 454 192
1,1-Dichloroethane SY 8916 mg/kg 9.0044 . _
1,2-Dichloroethane S¥ 8018 mg/kg 9.0044 — _
Methylene chloride SY 8018 mg/kg 0.0344 _ — _
Tetrachloroethylene S¥ 8018 wmg/kg 6.8044 _ _
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene SW 8818 mg/kg 8.0644 _ —_ _ T
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SY 8818 ag/kg 9.0044 . - ____ ~
Trichloroethylene SY 8018 ag/kg 9.8049 _ _ _ w
Toluene SW 8028 mg/kg 0.0834 . . _
Aroclor 1268 SW 8088 mg/kg NA _ . .
Moisture in soil Percent 87.20 85.03 70.45
s = Yhere no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
NA = Not available.
ND = Not detected.
= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
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TABLE 4-21

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SEDIMENT SAMPLES COLLECTED AT MASON’S RUN (SITE 5)

DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 86

Site -3 5 5
Station SD682 50583 SDsB1
Depth 8.8-6.5 8.8-8.5 9.9-8.5
Standards and Sample Type - - --
Method Action Levelss Date Coll. 12/08/88 12/12/88 12/88/88
Detection <==coccacaaa- Field No. @85-SD-285-882 085-SD-005-883 885-SD-845-801
Parameter Method Units Limit  Federal State Lab Ne. 8812156+4 8812209»1 881215643
Silver SW 8018 ag/kg 8.5 2 2.8 1.9
Aluminys SW 80818 ag/kg 6 9898 3809 8089
Barius SW 6618 ag/kg 8.1 98 51 240
Beryllium SW 6918 mg/kg 9.43 9.3 9.95 8.38
Calcium SW 6818 ag/kg 9.3 60000 158000 46000
Cadmiun S¥ 6818 nag/kg 8.6 ND 13 4
Cobalt SW 8618 ag/kg 1 4 1 )
Chromium SW 8818 nmg/kg 1 18 49 48
Copper SW 6818 ag/kg 8.5 45 36 a1
Iron SW 8818 wg/kg 8.5 21000 8208 30008
Potassium SW 6818 ag/kg 24 1000 159 978
Magnesiun SW 8019 =g/kg 9.3 17068 34000 18009
Manganese SW 8018 ag/kg 8.1 478 280 450
Sodiua SY 6218 =g/kg 3 139 168 n
Nickel SW 8818 nmg/kg 1 25 4 38
Vanadium SW 8818 ng/kg 8.8 23 56 22
Zinc SY 8918 mg/kg 0.8 469 448 188
Mercury SW 7471 ng/kg 8.4 ND 8.5 ND
Acenaphthene SW 8278 wag/kg 8.5 ND 920 1.5
Anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND 139 NO
Benzo(a)anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND 299 8.4
Benzo(a)pyrene SW 8278 ag/kg 9.5 ND 268 7.2
Benzo(b)f luoranthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND 298 8.9
Benza(g,h,i)perylane S¥ 8278 eg/kg 8.5 ND 130 5.5
Benzo(k)f luoranthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND ND
Chrysene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND 349 11
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND 5@ ND
Dibenzofuran S¥W 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND 824 ND
Fluoranthene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND 778 28
Fluorene SW 8278 ag/kg 9.5 ND 978 1.5
Indeno(1,2,3-¢,d)pyrene SW 8278 nag/kg 8.5 ND 158 8.4
2-Mathy Inaphthaiene SV 8278 nmg/kg 8.5 ND 24 ND
Naphthalene SW 8279 ag/kg 8.5 ND 619 8.8
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND 2.7 ND
Phenanthrene S¥ 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND 748 18
Pyrene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND 708 19
Seni-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundss»
C14H802 Compound SW 8278 mg/kg 1 ND ND 1
C15H18 Hydrocarbon S¥W 8278 nmg/kg 1 ND ND 1
Aros. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(l) SW 8278 mg/kg 18 ND 70 ND
Arom. C5H12 Hydrocarbon(2) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND 129 ND
Aroa. C18 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 19 ND 43 ND
Arom. C17H12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 16 ND 78 ND
Arom. C1BH12 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ng/kg 19 ND 59 ND
Benzopyrene Isomer SW 8278 =ag/kg 19 ND 79 ND
Substituted Phenanthrene SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND 100 ND
Oxygenated C14 Compound SY 8278 ag/kg 16 ND 199 ND
Carbozole (C12H9N) SW 8278 ag/kg 19 ND 98 ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12H8S) SW 8278 ag/kg 19 ND 78 ND
Nitrogenated Compound SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND 1
C18-C28 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
€26-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8248 ag/kg 8.8 1 ND 8.9
Trichloroethylene SW 8248 nmg/kg 8.4 ND ND ND
Moisture in soil Percent 47 8 28
s = Yhers no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

ss = Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with that of the nearest internal standard.
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water samples collected from both the upper and lower reaches of Mason's Run
contained oil and grease concentrations from 1.1 to 2.3 mg/L. The highest
concentrations of petroleum products found at Site 5, however, were in sediment
samples, particularly those collected upstream from the concrete weir located
on the southern extent of Mason's Run. Here concentrations ranged from 1,766
to 7,325 mg/kg, while oil and grease values in sediments from the northern
extent ranged from 72.9 to 454 mg/kg. During the Stage 2 investigation, the
sediment sample collected immediately upstream from the concrete weir at station
SD503 contained a total petroleum product (semi-quantified SW8270 compounds)
concentration of 760 mg/kg. Also of importance in this sample were the
individual PAHs detected in concentrations ranging from 2.7 to 970 mg/kg. It
should be noted, however, that the extent of sediment found at this location
during the Stage 2 field investigation was limited (<1 cubic yard); the field
team could barely find enough sediment on the concrete bottom from which to
collect a sediment sample. About 100 feet downstream from the weir, PAH
concentrations in the sediment sample collected at station SD501 ranged from
1.5 to 20 mg/kg. PAHs were not detected in any of the surface water or
groundwater samples collected at Site 5.

Other organic compounds detected at Site 5 were 1,1,1-trichloroethane
(1,1,i-TCA), trichloroethylene (TCE), bromodichloromethane (BDCM), chloroform,
and methylene chloride. During the Stage 1 investigation, 1,1,1-TCA was
detected in one surface water sample (5SW2) at a concentration of 1.6 ug/L at
the downstream sampling point, and during Stage 2, it was detected at concentra-
tions of 0.5 and 1.1 pg/L at the same location. TCE, BDCM, and chloroform were
also detected at this surface water sampling location at concentrations of 0.5
to 1.6 pg/L, 1.0 to 5.6 pg/L, and 1.3 to 3.8 pg/L, respectively. Methylene
chloride was detected in two Stage 2 sediment samples (SD502 and SD501) in
concentrations of 1.0 and 0.9 mg/kg, respectively. None of the above organics
were detected in any of the soil, sediment (except for the methylene chloride
descriEgd above), or groundwater samples collected.

Total dissolved solids (TDS) and sulfate were detected in both groundwater
and surface water samples. TDS in well PG501 was reported at 464 mg/L during
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Stage 1 and 570 mg/L during Stage 2. 1In well PG502 it was reported at 1,162
mg/L during Stage 1 and 1,020 mg/L during Stage 2. TDS was 860 mg/L in well
5MW3; in well 5MW4 TDS was 2,500 mg/L. TDS concentrations in surface water
samples ranged from 330 to 678 mg/L. Sulfate was detected in all groundwater
samples collected, with concentrations ranging from 73.6 to 556 mg/L, and in
surface water samples, values ranged from 49.2 to 80.3 mg/L.

A number of metals were detected in all of the sampling media at-this
site. Because of the large number of metals and the fact that they are
naturally occurring, only those with current or proposed primary MCLs in
groundwater will be discussed and compared to background levels from the AF
Plant 85 perimeter wells (see Section 4.1.3.3). The exceptions to this are the
metals found in sediment samples, which will also be compared to U.S. EPA
guidelines developed by Region V for the evaluation of Great Lakes harbor
sediments (USEPA, 1977) and to other literature guidelines.

Results from the aquatic survey conducted on Mason's Run are presented in
full in Appendix I. Seining the creek at both locations did not produce any
fish} suggesting that none were inhabiting either stretch of Mason's Run during
the time of the survey. Results of the benthic survey indicated that the
diversity of organisms upstream and downstream of the facility are essentially
the same. Also, the five taxa which dominated the upstream and downstream sites
are similar. However, there were significantly higher population densities
upstream than downstream.

The overall conclusion of the aquatic survey is that the upstream site
can support a higher density of organisms similar in composition to the
downstream site. The reduced densities at the downstream site may be due to
the habitat differences, contaminant differences in the sediments, or a
combination of the two. The upstream bottom habitat was more complex with
algal mats, detritus, and soft mud available to benthic organisms for food and
shelter. The downstream habitat consisted largely of bare rock with the absence
of a thick layer of detritus. Additionally, of the 55 semi-volatile organic
contaminants tested for in the sediments at both sites, 16 were detected
downstream; none were detected upstream.
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4.1.3.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems

One sampling problem was encountered during the RI/FS, Stage 2 field
investigation. Concentrations of purgeable halocarbons (Method 8010) were
detected in sample 5SW2. This requires a second column confirmation which was
neglected for this sample. The sample was collected on 8 December 1988 from
the downstream sample location. This location was resampled on 15 March 1989,
during which both a downstream and an upstream sample were obtained. The sample
results from both sampling rounds confirm the presence of purgeable halocarbons.
No duplicate samples were taken at this site.

4.1.3.3 Significance of Findings

In determining the significance of contaminants found at Mason's Run,
chemical concentrations will be compared with the current and proposed federal
primary MCLs, where established for parameters in groundwater. The state of
Ohio adopted the federal MCLs as state standards in May 1989. As no federal
or state reqgulatory standards exist for contaminants in soils, guidelines from
the literature will be used for comparison. The primary source used for this
comparison is the state of California's Designated Levels, which were deveioped
for analytes in soils at a hypothetical "average" site. These levels were
developed by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board to show the
use of this methodology in generating contaminant threshold levels in soils for
the protection of groundwater and surface water resources. Since these
designated levels were computer-generated using specific soil types found in
California, caution should be used in comparing these to the concentrations,
particularly inorganic, found in soil samples collected at AF Plant 85. These
levels were established for illustrative purposes only, and they have no
official status or legal significance, even in California. Where California
designated levels were not provided for a particular analyte, other literature
sources were consulted and the same precautions should be applied in these
comparisons as well.
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No federal standard exists for the presence- of 0il and grease in soils.
However, the free petroleum products which tend to stress the environment most
are gasoline and diesel fuels (C4 to Cl12 and C10 to (23 hydrocarbons,
respectively). The fuel components of major concern are benzene, toluene,
xylene, and ethylbenzene (BTX&E) because: 1) they are a serious threat to
human health; 2) they have the potential to move through soil and contaminate
groundwater; and 3) their vapors are highly flammable and explosive. The
hydrocarbons (semi-quantified SW 8270 compounds) detected in" the Stage 2
sediment samples collected from Mason's Run tended to be heavier than those in
gasoline and diesel and no BTX&E were detected, suggesting that the above risks
would not be present. The highest concentration of o0il and grease (2.3 mg/L
during Stage 1) detected in surface water collected from Mason's Run did not
exceed the state of Ohio wastewater discharge 1limit of 10 mg/L for these
compounds. Ohio also has adopted a marginally enforceable water quality
standard which states that surface water must be “free from floating debris,
0oil, scum and other floating materials entering waters as a result of human
activity in amounts sufficient to be unsightly or cause degradation."

The California designated level for PAH compounds in soils is 0.0028 mg/kg.
A11 PAH concentrations detected in the sediment sample collected during Stage
2 at station SD503 (immediately upstream from the concrete weir) and station
SD501 (about 100 feet downstream from the weir) exceed this level, with values
ranging from 2.7 to 970 mg/kg and 0.8 to 20 mg/kg, respectively. In addition,
the tentative Netherlands soil criteria list the concentration of 20 mg/kg (dry
weight) total PAHs as the delimiting value for soil quality having potential
for harmful effects on human health or the environment and requiring further
investigation (Fitchko, 1989). Total PAHs for these contaminated sediment
samples were over 7,000 mg/kg at SD503 and over 100 mg/kg at SD501.

None of the remaining organic compounds detected at Site 5 exceeded their
MCLs. It is interesting to note, however, a possible source of the BDCM and
chloroform found in surface water collected from station 5SW2. These two
compounds are grouped collectively with bromoform and dibromochloromethane
(DBCM) into total trihalomethanes (TTHM). A water sample taken directly from
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a water spigot at Building 124, located about 50 yards south of the James Road
Hazardous Waste Pad (Site 8), was also analyzed for TTHMs. Here, BDCM was
detected at a concentration of 3.7 pg/L, chloroform at 66 pg/L, and DBCM at 0.6
pg/L. Data received from Ohio EPA regarding water quality of drinking water
processed at the Morse Road Water Treatment Plant shows the presence of TTHMs
(see Appendix I). This suggests that the presence of these compounds in surface
water at Mason's Run could be due to discharges of potable water supplied to
the Plant by the Morse Road Water Treatment Plant. The state of Ohio regulates
these four compounds as TTHMs and stipulates that their collective concentra-
tions do not exceed 100 pg/L. The federal MCL for TTHMs is also 100 ug/L. The
combined concentrations of the TTHM compounds found in the surface water of
Mason's Run do not exceed the state or federal limit.

Although no primarj MCLs have been established for TDS, this analyte
warrants discussion due to its high concentrations. A1l TDS groundwater values
except one exceeded the secondary MCL (500 mg/L) established for TDS. Secoﬁdary
standards are recommended, nonenforceable limits for a public water supply
system. Concentrations ranged from 464 to 2,500 mg/L, with the highest
concentrations found in the downstream monitoring wells. In surface water
samples, four of the eight TDS concentrations exceeded the secondary MCL, with
the highest concentrations found at the upstream sampling locations. The
significance of these high TDS values could be diminished by the fact that TDS
concentrations found in groundwater samples collected from each of the perimeter
wells during Stage 2 investigations also exceeded the secondary MCL. However,
four of the TDS concentrations at Site 5 also exceeded the HNBL computed for
TDS using data gathered from the perimeter wells (745 mg/L). Downstream values
were 1,162 and 1,020 mg/L (Stage 1 and Stage 2, respectively) in well PG502 and
2,500 mg/L in well 5MW4 (Stage 2); the upstream value was 860 mg/L in well 5MW3.
It should also be noted that two sulfate concentrations (556 and 340 mg/L)
detected in well PG502 exceeded the secondary MCL (250 mg/L) established for
this parameter.

Concentrations of metals detected in groundwater and surface water samples
were compared to current and proposed primary MCLs (where established) and to
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estimated background levels for groundwater computed for AF Plant 85 (Table
4-14). It was found that none of the regulated metals detected in either the
groundwater or surface water samples collected at Mason's Run exceeded their
present MCL or their HNBL. In addition, none of the regulated metals detected
in soil samples exceeded the California Designated Levels. However, the
sediment samples collected from along Mason's Run during Stage 2 do contain very
high concentrations of metals as compared with the guidelines discussed below.

Metal concentrations will be compared to U.S. EPA guidelines developed by
Region V for the evaluation of Great Lakes harbor sediments (USEPA, 1977) and
to the Apparent Effect Threshold (AET) sediment quality values for some metals.
The AET values are based on Puget Sound data for benthic infaunal analysis; the
sediment concentration of a contaminant is identified above which statistically
significant biological effects ( e.g., mortality, benthic infaunal population
decreases) would always be expected (Fitchko, 1989). The EPA guidelines,
developed to address the disposal of dredged material, have not been adequately
related to the impact of the sediments on the lakes, and are considered interim
guidelines until more scientifically sound guidelines are developed. Sediments
are classified as heavily polluted, moderately poliuted, or non-polluted based
on contaminant concentration range.

Table 4-22 shows the comparisons between the above guidelines and selected
metals found in sediment samples collected along Mason's Run. According to the
table, sediment samples collected at each of the sampling stations during Stage
2 exhibit moderate to heavy pollution characteristics. However, it should be
noted that: 1) metals are not regulated in sediments and 2) the comparisons
are with guidelines only.

4.1.3.3.1 Zones of Contamination. The primary zone of contamination is
the sediment along the lower reaches of Mason's Run, both upstream and down-
stream from the concrete weir. The secondary zone of contamination is the
groundwater found in the same vicinity as the contaminated sediments.
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Table 4-22
Comparison of Selected Metals Values for Sediment Samples
Collected at Sites 5 and 1@ During Stage 2 with Literature Guidelines

Concentrationss of Metals Concentrationss from EPA Guidelines
in Sediment Samples at for Pollutional Classification of Great
AF Plant 85 Lakes Harbor Sediments
Mason's Run Turkey Run AET Sediment
Quality Valuess
Moderately Heavily for Benthic

Parameter SD5@1 SD582 SD5@3 185¥1 185%2 Non-pol luted (() Polluted Polluted ()) Infaunal Analysis
Bariun 249 98 51 110 138 20 28-60 60 -
Cadniun 4 ND 13 1 ND " * 8 68
Chromiun 40 10 49 20 20 25 25-75 75 59 F
Copper 31 45 36 24 40 25 25-50 50 310 &
Iron 30,000 21,000 6,800 24,000 21,000 17,600 17,008-25, 008 25,000 37,000 -
Manganese 450 470 289 479 280 300 300-500 500 )1,000
Nickel 36 25 4 28 26 20 20-50 50 49
Zinc 1890 408 490 199 500 99 98-200 208 260
+ = All concentrations given in ng/kg dry weight.

- = Value not established for this parameter

s+ = Lower limits not established

ND = Parameter not detected in sample

Note' Guideline values were found in Fitchko, 1989
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The sediment samples of concern were collected just upstream (SD503) and
about 100 feet downstream (SD501) of the oil skimmer system/concrete weir. Both
of these samples showed the presence of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs).
None of these compounds were detected in the upstream sample, SD502. As PAHs
are found in petroleum products, the likely source of these contaminants is the
0oil from past spills trapped in or leaking from the skimmer system. Although
the volume of sediments contaminated with PAHs is quite small (<1 cubic yard)
and concentrations of these compounds are not regulated by either the federal
or state standards, a baseline risk assessment has been prepared due to the
toxicity of the compounds found. Also of concern in these sediment samples are
the high concentrations of petroleum products and heavy metals. However, a
baseline risk assessment will not be prepared on these constituents, for which
no regulatory standards exist.

Wells PG502 and 5MW4 are approximately 300 feet downgradient of the Coal
Pile, Site 2. The former coal pile was located in a fenced, paved area and in
1979, an underground drainage system leading to a collection sump was installed.
Leachate was collected in a sump and pumped to the Industrial Waste Water
Treatment Plant, where it was neutralized and discharged to the sanitary sewer
system. The actual coal pile was removed in June 1988 (Gerardi, 1989) and a
site inspection during the Stage 2 field investigation revealed that no evidence
of coal or coal dust could be found. Prior to 1979, the leachate, which
contained sulfuric acid and trace metals, was released into Mason's Run. This
leachate may have permeated into the groundwater of the till, the uppermost
water-bearing zone, contributing to the high TDS and sulfate values.

4.1.3.3.2 Contaminant Migration. The presence of higher PAH concen-
trations in the sediment upstream of the weir as compared to the sample
collected downstream indicates that, although the weir is impeding sediment
transport, some of the contaminant-laden sediment is migrating downstream.
Sediment transport from behind the weir would be via the surface water in
Mason's Run. Although these compounds were not detected in the surface water,
their presence in sediment sample SD501, collected 100 feet downstream from the
weir, suggest that they are transported during times of heavy precipitation or
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other activities in the vicinity of the weir which would disturb the dammed
sediments.

The possibility exists for the high TDS and sulfate concentrations to
migrate through the groundwater. However, the hydraulic conductivity in the
til1 is estimated to be between 107% and 1078 cm/sec. According to the EPA
Hazardous Ranking System, the hydraulic conductivity range for various materials
is 1073 to <107’ cm/sec. This would suggest that any contaminants found at
this site would not migrate through the groundwater readily.

4.1.3.3.3 Baseline Risk Assessment. A baseline risk assessment was
prepared for PAHs to aid in determining the risk to human health and the
environment from contaminants found at Mason's Run.

Waste characterization. The organic chemicals found in the sediments are
classified as polynuclear or polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), which are
a class of compounds consisting of substituted and unsubstituted polycyclic
aromatic rings formed by incomplete combustion of organic materials. They are
derived from the distillation of coal tar and are found in the heavier petroleum
and coal tar products, such as oil and asphalt (Sax and Lewis, 1987; R. Miller,
pers. com., 1989).

Data gathered on this group of chemicals have been largely inferred from
research conducted on benzo(a)pyrene, which will be used here as the represen-

tative compound. The physical, chemical, and fate data for the compound are
presented on Table 4-3.

The K,. for this compound is 5,500,000 ml/g, indicating a very high
affinity for soil or sediment. The K, for benzo(a)pyrene is 6.06, which is
relatively high and indicates that the PAHs would strongly adsorb to suspend-
ed particulate matter, especially those high in organic matter (Clement
Associates, 1985). The water solubility for this PAH is 1.20 x 10'3 mg/L,
indicating that benzo(a)pyrene is not very soluble in water.
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The toxicity data for benzo(a)pyrene are given in Table 4-5. The
carcinogenic potency factor is 11.5 mg/kg/day'1 using the oral route (SPHEM,
1986). At a cancer risk of 10'4, the acceptable benzo(a)pyrene dose for short-
term exposure (i.e., during a one-month remediation effort) for a 70 kg person
is 0.50 mg/day; for a 1076 cancer risk, the short-term dose is 0.005 mg/day
(AGWSE, 1989). (70 kg is the average weight of an individual; SPHEM, 1986).

0f the PAHs found at Mason's Run, those with sufficient evidence to be
classified as carcinogenic in animals include: benzo(a)anthracene, benzo-
(a)pyrene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, dibenzo(a,h)anthracene, and indeno(1,2,3-
c,d)pyrene. Chrysene has limited evidence of carcinogenicity. Data are
inadequate to assess whether benzo(g,h,i)perylene, fluorene, and phenanthrene
are carcinogenic. The available data provide no evidence that anthracene,
fluoranthene, and pyrene are carcinogenic. Those chemicals which have been
found to be carcinogenic have also been found to be mutagenic (Clement
Associates, 1985). The EPA weight-of-evidence category for benzo(a)pyrene is
Group B2, a probable carcinogen, indicating that there is sufficient evidence
of carcinogenicity in animals, but inadequate evidence in humans.

In a study of benthic organisms in Puget Sound, it was found that PAH
concentrations ranging from 0.5 to 8.0 mg/kg dry weight in sediments had a
statistically significant effect on the biota. Concentrations above these

values resulted in mortality and benthic infaunal population decreases (Fitchko,
1989).

Source and release characterization. Although the actual sources of PAHs
in the sediment at Mason's Run are not known, it is likely that they are the
0oil and other petroleum products from the numerous spills which the run has
received over the years (R. Miller, pers. com., 1989). The PAH-contaminated
sediments were found just behind the oil skimmer; therefore, the oil could have
actually been coming from the skimmer itself, either because of leaks or because
some of the petroleum product could have spilled during skimmer drainage.
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Once thought to be a possible source of PAHs, the upstream Coal Pile (Site
2) has been deleted from consideration due to the nature of PAHs. These organic
contaminants are derived from coal tar, which is distilled from boiling coal
at high temperatures (R. Miller, pers. com., 1989). There is no process at the
Plant site which produces coal tar and the environmental conditions at the Coal
Pile were not conducive to producing coal tar while the coal was in storage.
In addition, analyses of coal leachates do not reveal the presence of PAHs.

Transport media and fate of contamination. The transport medium for PAHs
at Mason's Run is via sediment migration in surface waters. PAHs are adsorbed
to suspended particulate matter, especially those high in organic content. The
available information suggests that these compounds can accumulate in the
sediment and biotic portions of the aquatic environment, and that physical
movement of the sediments or uptake in the food chain are probably the dominant
aquatic transport processes.

PAHs could reach groundwater by leaching from the polluted sediment;
however, these chemicals are only slightly soluble in water (1.20 x 1073 mg/L)
and no evidence of these contaminants was found in the wells monitoring this
site. In surface waters any dissolved PAHs would probably undergo rapid and
direct photolysis. Oxidation of these chemicals by chlorine and ozone is
possible if sufficient quantities of these catalysts are present. No PAHs were
found in the surface water of Mason's Run.

The chemicals can be bioaccumulated but are found to metabolize quickly
and then be eliminated. Bioaccumulation and biodegradation are probably the
ultimate fate processes for PAHs. The available data suggest that the PAHs
with high molecular weights are degraded slowly by microbes and readily
metabolized by multicellular organisms. Microbes appear to degrade PAHs much
more completely than mammals. (Clement Associates, 1985.)

Receptors, exposure points, and exposure routes. The most Tlikely
transport mechanism at Site 5 is the migration of contaminants in the sediment
via the surface water found in Mason's Run. This is largely due to the low
solubility of PAHs in water and their affinity for sediments and organic matter.
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The primary routes of exposure would be dermal contact with the sediments
or ingestion of fish. No fish were seen during the ecology study, although a
school of small fish was noted during the Presurvey of Phase II. This would
indicate that the receptors are those users downstream, the most immediate being
the community of Whitehall. However, due to the very small amount of
contaminant-laden sediments (<1 cubic yard), the likelihood that enough of the
compounds would come into contact with human receptors is negligible.

Threat to human health and wildlife. The concentrations of PAHs
immediately upstream from the oil/water separator varied between 50 to 970
mg/kg, which are relatively high values when compared to the acceptable short-
term dose allowance of 0.05 mg/day (AGWSE, 1989). ATso, these concentrations
are much higher than those given.in the Puget Sound study of benthic organisms.
The benthic study on Mason's Run did indicate a significant reduction in
density, or numbers of individuals within a genus, from the upstream site.
This, however, could be attributed to the type of substrate (creek bottom) found
at the downstream location, which is not conducive to benthic colonization.
Because the area of contaminated sediments is so limited, it is doubtful that
these PAHs would have an adverse impact on either human health or the
environment. However, due to the carcinogenic nature of many of the PAHs, there
is some risk at the site. This risk can be alleviated with the removal of
approximately 1 cubic yard of sediment (a very minor remedial action that does
not warrant a TDSRAA) and through better maintenance of the oil/water separator
system. In fact, it recently was reported that sediments under the oil skimmer
are now regularly removed by the Plant operator (Carl Stoltz, writ. com., 1990).

4.1.4 Discussion of Results for Turkey Run (Site 10)

Approximately 375 feet of Turkey Run traverses the western edge of AF
Plant 85; of this, roughly 60 feet are contained in a steep-sided open concrete
culvert (Figures 1-2 and 4-9). After passage through ‘the Port Columbus
International Airport, Turkey Run joins Mason's Run approximately 2 miles south
of the AF Plant 85.
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4.1.4.1 Presentation of Results

4.1.4.1.1 Site Geology. Turkey Run traverses the Pewamo--Urban Land
Complex soil type, which has a characteristic permeability of 1 x 1074 to 4 x
10~% cm/sec. Two sediment samples were collected and analyzed for grain size
distribution and percent moisture; 71% were silt- to clay-sized particles.

4.1.4.1.2 Site Hydrology. Turkey Run is an intermittent stream which
recharges the groundwater in the fall, following a rainfall event, and
discharges groundwater in the spring.

4.1.4.1.3 Analytical Results. During Stage 2, two surface water samples
and two sediment samples were submitted for chemical analyses. Figure 4-9 show
the sample locations. Table 4-23 presents the analytical data for the surface

water samples and Table 4-24 presents the analytical data for the sediment
samples.

4.1.4.1.4 Discussion of Analytical Data. Methylene chloride was the only
organic compound detected in samples collected from Turkey Run. It was found
in both sediment samples at a concentration of 1.0 mg/kg.

A number of metals were detected in both the surface water and sediment
samples collected at this site. Because of the large number of metals and the
fact that they are naturally occurring, only those with current or proposed
primary MCLs in groundwater will be discussed and compared to background levels
from the AF Plant 85 perimeter wells (see Section 4.1.3.3). The one exception
to this is the metals found in sediment samples, which will also be compared
to U.S. EPA guidelines developed by Region V for the evaluation of Great Lakes
harbor sediments (USEPA, 1977) and to other literature guidelines.

4.1.4.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems

No sampling or analytical problems were encountered at this site and no
field duplicates or blanks were collected.
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ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SURFACE WATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT TURKEY RUN (SITE 18)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

i 4 Lo~ j 5 - ._u‘] L

Site 18 19

Station 185W2 185W1

Standards and Sample Type -- --

Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 12/@8/88 12/88/88

Method @ -----mceemeeeaoo Field No. 985-5W-910-981 085-S¥-016-002

Parameter Method Units Detection Limit Federal State Lab No 8812152»1 8812162+2
sTotal Dissolved Solids E160.1 eg/L 19 500.0 500.8 498 500
Chloride E320 ng/L 0.5 258.9 258.9 40 25
Fluoride E3es mg/L 8.5 4.0 4.0 ND ND
sSulfate E309 ng/L 1.0 250.8 250.9 68 68
Antimony SW 6016 ag/L 0.3 ND ND
Bariun SY 6018 mg/L 0.004 1.8(5.9) 1.8 0.064 8.064
Berylliunm SW 6818 ag/L 0.001 ND 8.003
Cadmium S¥ 6810 ag/L 8.2 9.01(8.685) @.01 ND ND
Calciua SW 6018 ag/L 8.01 83 88
Chromium SW 6810 mg/L 0.04 - 0.85 0.85 ND ND
Cobalt SY 6318 ag/L 9.94 ND ND
Copper SW 6018 mg/L 9.082 1.8(1.3) 1.9 ND 9.47
*Iron SY 6818 ag/L 8.02 8.3 8.3 8.07 0.06
Magnesiunm SY 6818  mg/L 8.01 28 27
Manganese SW 6018 ag/L 9.085 9.85 8.85 9.058 9.681
Molybdenun SW 6018 amg/L 8.2 ND ND
Nickel SW 6018 mg/L 0.04 ND ND
Potassium SW 6018  mg/L 9.6 2.7 3.7
Silver SY 6018 ag/L 8.02 9.85(s) 8.85 ND ND
Sodium SW 6018 ag/L 8.1 31 a8
slinc SW 6018 mg/L 8.03 5.0 5.0 0.87 8.22
Arsenic SW 7068 mg/L 9.002 0.05 0.85 ND ND
Lead SW 7421 ag/L 9.0802 9.85(9.885) 0.95 9.082 9.883
Mercury SW 7478 ag/L 0.0008 9.902 0.982 ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8019 ug/L 8.5 280.0 200.8 ND ND
Bromodichloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 0.5 100.8 + 186.0 - ND ND
Chloroform SW 8016  ug/L 8.2 106.0 « 100.90 - ND ND
Dibromochlioromethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 100.6 + 100.0 » ND ND
Freon 113 SW 8810 ug/L 8.5 ND ND
Methylene chloride SW 8618  ug/L 2 ND ND
Trichloroethyiene SW 8818 wug/L 8.5 5.0 6.9 ND ND
Toluene SW 8828 ug/L 0.5 (2000.9) ND ND
Semivolatile Organics SW 8278  ug/L ND ND

-*
won

ND = Not detected

Parameters with secondary maximum contaminant levels for standards.

(3) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

0

.-

Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the flnal rule expected in 1998.
For total trihalomethanes group : RN

68-t
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TABLE 4-24

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR SEDIMENT SAMPLES COLLECTED AT TURKEY RUN (SITE 18)
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

Site 19 13
Station sw1 SW2
Depth 8.9-8.5 9.9-8.5
Standards and Sample Type -- --
Method  Action Levelss Date Coll. 12/88/88 12/@8/88
Detaction ----coccoacea- Fiald No. @85-S0-810-8@2 @85-SD-013-3d1
Paraneter Method Units Limit  Federal State Lab Ne. 8812158+2 8812158s1
Silver S¥ 8018 ag/kg 8.6 ’ 2.3 3
Alusinum SW 8819 ag/kg 3 98008 9688
Barium SW 8818 ag/kg 8.1 118 138
Beryllium S¥W 6916 wg/kg 9.83 8.52 8.35
Calcium SW 8818 ag/kg 8.3 13600 83000
Cadnium SV 8918 ag/kg 8.6 1 ND
Cobalt S¥ 6819 wmg/kg 1 8 2
Chroaiua SY 6818 ag/kg 1 28 20
Copper SY 8818 wmg/kg 8.5 24 48
Iron S¥ 8919 mg/kg 8.5 24909 21008
Potassiua SW 8018 ag/kg 20 898 1100
Magnesium SW 8018 ng/kg 8.3 5600 10008
Manganese SY €818 ag/kg 8.1 479 288
Sodium SW 8318 ag/kg 3 87 178
Nickel SW 6018 =g/kg 1 28 28
Vanadiua SW 8018 mg/kg 8.8 28 17
Zinc SW 8819 mg/kg 8.8 198 508
Mercury S¥W 7471 ag/kg 8.4 * ND ND
Acenaphthene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Anthracene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(a)anthracene S¥ 8278 =g/kg 8.5 . ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene SW 8276 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(b)fluoranthene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo(g,h, i)perylene SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Benzo (k) f luoranthene SW 8278 wmg/kg 8.5
Chrysene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 “ND “ND
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene SW 8278 nwg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Dibenzofuran SW 8278 nmg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Fluoranthene SW 8278 ng/kg 8.5 ND ND
Fluorene SY 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene S¥W 8278 wg/kg 8.5 ND ND
2-Methy Inaphthaiene SW 8278 ag/kg 8.5 ND ND
Naphthalene S¥ 8278 wg/kg 8.5 ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine SW 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Phenanthrene SY 8278 mg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Pyrene SW 8278 sg/kg 8.5 ND ND
Semi-Quantified SW 8278 Compoundsss
C14H802 Compound SW 8278 wmg/kg 1 ND ND
C15H18 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 ag/kg 1 ND ND
Arom. CS5H12 Hydrocarbon(1) SW 8278 ng/kg 19 ND ND
Arom. CSH12 Hydrocarbon(2) S¥ 8278 ag/kg 19 ND ND
Aros. C18 Hydrocarbon SW 8278 wmg/kg 18 ND ND
Aros. C17H12 Hydrocarbon S¥W 8278 wmg/kg 18 ND ND
Aros. C18H12 Hydrocarbon S¥W 8278 ag/kg 10 ND ND
Benzopyrene Isomer SW 8278 wg/kg 18 ND ND
Substituted Phenanthrene SW 8278 ag/kg 16 ND ND
Oxygenated C14 Compound SW 8278 ag/kg 16 ND ND
Carbozole (C12H9N) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Dibenzothiophene (C12HBS) SW 8278 ag/kg 18 ND ND
Nitrogenated Compound SW 8279 ag/kg 1 ND ND
C198-C28 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 mg/kg 1 ND ND
C25-C35 Hydrocarbon Matrix SW 8278 mg/kg 1 ND ND
Methylene chloride S¥W 8248 =g/kg 8.8 1 1
Trichloroethylene SW 8248 sg/kg 8.4 ND ND
Woisture in soil Percent k}:) s7
s = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
ss = Quantification based upon comparison of total ion count of the compound with that of the nearest

internal standard.
ND = Not detected.

__ = Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
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4.1.4.3 Significance of Findings

Methylene chloride was the only organic compound detected at Turkey Run.
It was found in both sediments samples at a concentration of 1.0 mg/kg. No
federal or state MCLs have been established for this chemical. Since these
concentrations are very near to the detection limit for methylene chloride,
there is a good possibility the these values are false positives.

Concentrations of metals detected in surface water samples were compared
to current and proposed primary MCLs (where established) and to estimated
background levels for groundwater computed for AF Plant 85 (Table 4-14). It
was found that none of the regulated metals detected in the surface water
samples collected at Turkey Run exceeded their MCL or their HNBL. The sediment
samples collected from along Turkey Run during Stage 2 do contain very high
concentrations of metals, which will be compared to U.S. EPA guidelines
developed by Region V for the evaluation of Great Lakes harbor sediments (USEPA,
1977) and to the Apparent Effect Threshold (AET) sediment quality values for
some metals based on Puget Sound data for benthic infaunal analysis (significant
depression of total abundance) (Fitchko, 1989). The EPA guidelines, developed
to address the disposal of dredged material, have not been adequately related
to the impact of the sediments on the lakes, and are considered interim
guidelines until more scientifically sound guidelines are developed. Sediments
are classified as heavily polluted, moderately polluted, or non-polluted based
on contaminant concentration range.

Table 4-22 lists the guidelines. In comparing the metals found in sediment
samples collected from sampling stations 10SW1 and 10SW2 with these guidelines,
it can be seen that iron, manganese, and nickel concentrations and barium and
zinc concentrations at both stations exhibit moderate and high pollution
characteristics, respectively. Additionally, at the downstream station the
copper concentration 1is indicative of moderate pollution and the zinc
concentration could be detrimental to benthic organisms.
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4.1.4.3.1 Threat to Human Health or Wildlife. Several factors have been
considered in determining that there is no evidence of an apparent threat to
human health or the environment at Site 10, Turkey Run. First of all, the
metals are apparently bound up in the sediments since concentrations of the same
constituents in the surface water are low and do not exceed any MCLs; and, this
surface water is not used as a source of drinking water. Access to the facility
is restricted, which eliminates the possibility of incidental dermal contact
with and ingestion of sediments by small children. Therefore, the possible
threat to human health is not present. Perhaps the benthic community might be
impacted by the presence of these high metals concentrations. However,
according to the Ohio Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, the only
endangered or threatened species or critical habitats within 5 miles of the
facility are located upstream, to the northeast of Plant 85. Therefore, there
is no risk of exposure to these environmentally sensitive areas from Plant
activities around Turkey Run. Further, Turkey Run flows through a very
industrialized setting and a healthy natural stream environment could not be
achieved unless more than the Plant's 375-foot segment of this low-flowing
stream were involved in cleanup activities. Finally, it should be recalled that
no specific regulatory standards exist for metal concentrations in sediments.

4.1.5 Discussion of Results for Perimeter Monitoring Wells

Plant-wide monitoring was initiated at the beginning of the Stage 2
investigation to provide water quality data on groundwater influenced by Plant
activities. This involved establishing upgradient monitoring wells to provide
data on groundwater entering the Plant area and at downgradient wells to measure
the quality of the groundwater leaving the Plant. These wells were established
in shallow and deep water-bearing zones and are located along the perimeter of
the facility (Figure 4-10). In addition, well PG-201, which was installed
during the Stage 1 investigations at the Coal Pile Site (Site 2), was included
with the Plant-wide monitoring system.
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4.1.5.1 Presentation of Results

4.1.5.1.1 Site Geology. During the installation of the seven Stage 2
perimeter wells (9MW1, 9MW2, 9MW3, 9MW4, 9MWS5, 9MW6, and 9MW7), selected soil
samples were collected and analyzed for grain size distribution, moisture
content, and permeability. This information, along with the lithologic logs
found in Appendix C, provided a greater understanding of the surficial geology
at the facility.

In six of the perimeter wells, soil samples were collected from between
4 to 6 feet bgs for analyses. The percent distribution of silt- and clay-
sized particles ranged from 41 to 81% with an average of 65% of the grains
passing through the No. 200 sieve. The percent moisture averaged 22% and the
permeability ranged from 1.12 x 1078 to0 2.5 x 1078 cm/sec, averaging 1.57 x 10°8
cm/sec.

Three samples were taken from the interval from 13 to 15 feet bgs. The
grain size distribution indicated that an average of 18% of the particles were
silt- and clay-sized, ranging from 8 to 33%. The percent moisture averaged 14%.
No coefficients of permeability could be calculated for these samples as the
cores collected were too friable. In addition, the one soil sample collected
from the 24- to 25.5-foot interval exhibited similar characteristics.

The information gathered from the above analyses and examination of the
Tithologic logs indicates that the Plant site is underlain with impermeable
ti11l material, ranging from 10 to 35 feet thick. This Late Stage Wisconsin
till is comprised of mostly silty clay with some outwash features associated.
In some boreholes (such as 9MW3) this till grades into the relatively well-
sorted sand and gravel outwash of the Early Wisconsin Stage. Where found in
the deeper boreholes (9MW4), this outwash is underlain by a thin layer of clay-
rich till. In well 9MW7, located in the southwest corner, the outwash appears
to be interbedded with till-like zones. No outwash was encountered in well
gMW5, the easternmost well.
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Bedrock was encountered in well 9MW5 at 14 feet bgs and in well 9MW4,
located roughly 1,200 feet to the northwest of well OMW5, at 40 feet bgs.
Bedrock was also encountered during the drilling of Stage 1 wells PG501 and
PG502 at 45 and 51 feet bgs, respectively. It is expected that the bedrock in
the western portion of the Plant lies approximately 200 feet bgs where a
tributary of the preglacial Groveport River drainage is present.

4.1.5.1.2 Site Hydrology. The till is monitored by wells 9MW5, 9MW6,
and PG201, while the outwash is monitored by wells 9MW1l, 9MW4, and 9MW7. Wells
OMW2 and 9MW3 were screened in the transition zone between the till and outwash.
The potentiometric surfaces for the shallow and deep wells are illustrated in
Figures 2-5 and 2-6, respectively. Groundwater appears to be flowing to the
southwest. These maps also show a small high or mound in the vicinity of the
James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad. There is no obvious explanation for
this feature.

Slug tests performed in these wells indicate hydraulic conductivities of
between 1.3 x 1072 to 8.8 x 1073 cm/sec (Papadoplus and others method) and 1.2
x 1072 to 4.6 x 1072 cm/sec (Hvorslev method). These figures indicate the
material is a silty to clean sand (Freeze and Cherry, 1979), which correspohds
to the lithologic descriptions.

4.1.5.1.3 Analytical Results. One groundwater sample was collected from
each of the eight wells in the perimeter system. The results are found on
Tables 4-25 and 4-26. Soil samples collected from this site were not analyzed
for chemical parameters.

4.1.5.1.4 Discussion of Analytical Data. Toluene was the only organic
compound found in groundwater sampled from the perimeter wells. It was detected
in 9MW4 at a concentration of 0.7 pg/L. This value was not confirmed in the
second column analysis; therefore, further discussion of this parameter is not
warranted.




TABLE 4-25

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PERIMETER WELLS
DURING PHASE II, STAGE 1, AF PLANT 85

Station PG 281 PG 281
Standards and Sanple Type -- Dup 2881
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 3/5/88 3/5/88
Method ~ — -—-ccecccomcco-- Field No. GP-86-20081 GP-86-2002
Parameter Method  Units Detection Limits Federal State Lab No. FJ-484 FJ-485
+Total Dissolved Solids E 160.1 mg/L 1 600.8 608.9 459 458
*Sulfate E 308 ag/L 8.0085 260.8 256.9 41.8 42.4
Arsenic E 206.2 wmg/L 0.0034 0.85 9.65 9.0036 _
Cadniua, Total E 213.2 ag/L 8.0081 8.01(0.685) 8.81 _ _
Cadnium, Dissolved E 213.2 g/l 8.6081 0.01(0.905) 0.81 _
Chromiua, Total E 218.2 ag/L 8.001 ) _
Chroaium, Dissolved E 218.2 mg/L 8.001 _
+Copper £ 228.2 ag/L 8 8812 1.6(1.3) 1.8 8.097% _
Lead, Total E 239.2 mg/L 9.0088 8.05(0.885) @.65 ND .
Lead, Dissolved E 239.2 mg/L 9.8206 9.85(0.885) 8.985 .
+Manganese E 243.2 ag/L 9.00083 8.85 8.85 8.113 _
Nickel, Total E 249.2 ag/L g 001 0.0081 _
Nickel, Dissolved E 249.2 ag/L 8.801 _ >
sZinc _ E 289.1 mg/L 8.002 5.9 5.0 8.915 — o
' »
Total Organic Carbon E 4151 ag/L 8.005 1.8 _
Total Organic Halides SW 9828 ug/L 18 ND .
0il and Grease E 413 2 g/l a1 2.1 .
1,1,1-Trichloroethane E 681 ug/L 1 208.9 208.9 . ___
Chloroform E 601 ug/L 1 100.6 + 100 0 + _ .
Aroaatic VOCs E 682 ug/L 1 ___ .

* Parameters with secondary maximua contaminant levels for standards.

(a) = Where no values are given, paraseter is not regulated.
ND = Not detected.
= Sample not analyzed for this paraneter.
O = Sasples listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.

+

For total trihalomethanes group

.




ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PERIMETER WELLS
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

Station oMW1 gMw2 M2 o2 MW 2

Standards and Sasple Type - AC Blank  Equip Blank --  Dup 099-984

Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 11/18/88 11/21/88 11/21/88 11/21/88 11/21/88

Method = -----m-meeeeeoe Field No. ©@85-G¥-209-081 885-GW-@39-082 @85-GV-089-083 @85-GW-089-894 @85-GN-009-085

Parameter Method  Units Detection Limit  Federal State Lab No. 881138521 881133041 881133043 88113304 881133845
#Total Dissolved Solids E168.1  ag/L 10 660.9  500.90 630 - 43 660 6790
sChloride E3@9 eg/L 8.5 258.9 250.0 18 _ ND 9.8 9.9
Fluoride E308 rg/L 8.5 4.8 4.8 ND _ ND ND ND
sSuifate E308 ag/L 1.8 260.0 260.9 71 _ ND 68 70
Antimony SW 6818 mg/L 0.3 ND . ND 0.4 8.5
Barium SW 6618 a=g/L B.004 1.8(5.9) 1.0 8.25 o 9.053 9.45 8.43
Beryllium S¥ 6818 mg/lL 9.681 ND _ 0 ea1 9.681 ND
Cadmiun SW 6018 wmg/L 9.02 9.81(9.605) #@.61 ND _ 9.04 0.02 0.04
Calciua S¥ 6018 mg/L 8.061 95 . 8.2 118 118
Cobalt S¥ 6018 ag/L 0.04 ND L ND ND ND
Copper SW 6018 =mg/L 9.92 1.8(1.3) 1.9 ND . 8.8 ND 8.93
*Iron SW 6818 =g/L 6.62 g3 8.3 0.04 . 0.683 ND 8.03
Magnes 1um SW 6018 wog/L 8.61 35 - 0.87 37 a7
*Manganese SW 6018 mg/L 8.005 9.85 9.85 03 - ND 8.23 8.23
Molybdenun SW 6018 mg/L 9.2 ND . ND 0.4 ND
Nickel S¥ 6618 =mg/L e.04 NO . ND ND ND
Potassium S¥W 6019 mg/L 8.8 1.2 . ND 2.1 1.9
Silver SY 6018 ag/L 8.02 B.05(+) 0.05 ND _ ND ND ND
Sodiun SY 6018 mg/L 8.1 18 _ 8.4 13 16
sZinc SW 6016  mg/L 9.03 5.0 5.8 ND _ 8.9 ND ND
Arsenic SW 7868 mg/L 0.002 8.05 9.85 0.904 0.002 0.0087 9.008
Lead SW 7421 mg/L @ 082 9.95(0.605) 0.85 9.203 _ 8.57 ND ND
Mercury S¥ 7470  mg/L 8.0008 8.002 6.802 ND _ ND ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 200 @ 200.0 ND ND ND ND ND
Bromodichloromethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 100.86 « 100.0 + ND ND ND ND ND
Chloroforn SW 8818  ug/L 82 100.0 « 100.9 ND ND ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 106.8 + 108.9 » ND ND ND ND ND
Freon 113 Sw 8818 ug/L 2.5 ND ND ND ND ND
Methylene chloride  SW 8816 ug/L 2 ND ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene S¥W 8818  ug/L 8.5 5.9 5.8 ND ND ND ND ND
Toluene SW 8028 ug/L 8.5 (2000.9) ND ND ND ND ND
Semivolatile Organics SW 8278 ug/L ND _ ND ND ND

Paraneters with secondary maxiaus contaminant Tevels Tor standards.
Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.

are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.

2 =
(a) =
ND = Not detected.
= Sanple not analyzed for this parameter.
) = Standards listed in parenth
+ = For total trihalomethanes group.

’
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TABLE 4-26

ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PERIMETER WELLS
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85

(Continued)

Station oMw2 oMw2 9Mw3 oMW4 9kiw4
Standards and Sample Type  Trip Blank 1  Trip Blank 2 -- 1st Columsn 2nd Column
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 11/21/88 11/21/88 11/23/88 11/23/88 11/23/88
Method  —--ccmmmmmemeo Field No. 985-G¥-899-816 685-GW-809-818 @85-GW-009-288 @85-G¥-809-8087 885-G¥-009-007
Paraneter Method  Units Detection Limit  Federal State Lab No. 88113302 8811338+9 8811393»1 8811394+1 881139445
N
+Total Dissolved Solids E168.1 ag/L 10 660.0 608.0 _ . 718 838 .
sChloride E388 ag/L 8.6 250.0 250.0 _ . 17 38 -
Fluoride E300 ng/L 8.5 4.0 4.0 . . 1.2 1.2 _
sSulfate E3e08 ag/L 1.8 268.0  250.9 _ _ 94 34 .
Ant imony S¥ 6810 mg/L 8.3 _ _ ND ND _
Bariua SW 6618 mg/L 9.004 1.8(5 9) 1.8 _ _ 8.31 8.61 _
Berylliua SW 6018 mg/L 9.801 _ _ ND ND _
Caduiun SW 6818 mg/L 8.62 8.01(0 085) 9.01 _ ND ND _
Calcium SW 6818 mg/L 8.81 _ _ 148 138 -
Cobalt SW 6018 ag/L 9.04 ND ND o
Copper SW 6618  =mg/L 9.82 1.8(1.3) 1.8 _ - ND ND _
sIron SW 6618  ag/L 8.682 83 8.3 — 6.12 ND _
Magnesium SW 6818  amg/L 8.681 _ _ 50 67 _
*Manganese SW 6018 ag/L 8.085 g 85 0.85 ——_ 8.5 8.26
Mo I'ybdenua SW 6018 =mg/L 8.2 - _ ND ND _
Nickel SW 6218 ag/L 8.04 _ "‘ ND ND _
Potassium SW 6018 ag/L 8.8 _ — 4.8 5.4 __
Silver S¥ 6018 mg/L 8.82 @ 85(s) 9.85 _ _ ND ND _
Sodiun S¥ 6816 mg/L 8.1 . ___ ___ 27 28 ___
sZinc SW 6818 eg/L 8 83 58 5.0 . ::: g.e8 ND .
Arsenic SW 7068 mg/L 0.002 0 @5 0.85 6.008 0.887 _
Lead SW 7421  ag/L 8.802 6.85(8 005) 8.85 - T ND ND _
Mercury SW 7478 wg/L 8.8008 8 002  9.802 _ _ ND ND ___
1,1,1-Trichloroethane SW 8618 ug/L 0.5 200 2 2¢0.0 KD ND ND ND ___
Broaodichloromethane SW 82818 ug/L 8.5 16 0 + 109.8 » ND ND ND ND _
Chlorofors SW 8618 ug/L 02 108 8 + 100.8 -+ ND ND ND ND _
Dibromochloromethane S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.5 100 6 + 100.8 - ND ND ND ND _
Freon 113 SW 8018  ug/L 85 ND ND ND ND _
Methylene chloride SW 8018  ug/L 2 17 6 ND ND _
Trichloroethylene SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 68 5.0 ND ND ND ND _
Toluene SW 8228 ug/L 8.5 (2008.9) ND _ ND 8.7 ND
Seaivolatile Organics SW 8278  ug/L . — ND ND .

» = Parameters with secondary maxinua contaminant levels for standards.

(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
ND

Not detected.

Sample not analyzed for this parameter.

) = Standards listed in parentheses are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
+ = For total trihalomethanes group.

86~V
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ANALYTICAL DATA FOR GROUNDWATER SAMPLES COLLECTED AT PERIMETER WELLS
DURING RI/FS, STAGE 2, AF PLANT 85
(Continued)

Station 9MH5 9NwE ouw7 PG261
Standards and Sample Type -- -- -- -
Action Levels(a) Date Coll. 11/28/88 11/29/88 11/29/88 11/28/88
Method ~ —-cccccmcceeeen Field No.  ©085-G¥-289-938 B885-G¥-089-010 885-GW-0809-089 885-GW-092-801
Paraneter Method  Units Detection Limit  Federal State Lab No. 881142442 881144091 8811441s1 8811424s1
sTotal Dissolved Solids E168.1 g/l 18 600.9 508.0 670 638 700 588
sChloride £360 ag/L 8.5 250.86  250.9 “ 25 50 12
Fluoride E3e0 ng/L 8.5 4.0 4.9 6.9 8.8 1 1.8
*Sulfate E300 ag/L 1.0 256.8  250.8 29 84 72 57
Ant imony SW 6618  wmg/L 9.3 ND ND ND ND
Bariua S¥Y 6818 ag/L 0.004 1.9(5.9) 1.9 8.47 g8.15 9.34 8.2
Berylliua SW 68190  mg/L 0.001 ND ND ND ND
Cadnium SV 6810 mg/L 9.02 8.01(0.005) ©.61 ND 8.61 ND ND
Calciun SW 6818 ag/L 9.01 118 99 138 110
Cobalt S¥ 6818 mg/L B.04 ND g.05 ND 8.04
Copper SW 6018 mg/L 0.02 1.8(1.3) 1.8 8 21 ND ND ND
*Iron SW 6016  wmg/L 2.82 8.3 0.3 0.23 8.63 1.2 8.67
Magnesium SW 6018 mg/L 8.01 45 34 66 48
+Manganese S¥W 6618 ag/L 0.005 2.85 8.05 0.2 8.43 1.1 g.1
Mo lybdenua S¥ 6818 mg/L 8.2 85 8.3 8.2 8.3
Nickel SY 6018 mg/L 8.04 ND ND ND ND T
Potassiua SW 6018 mg/L 8.8 34 2.3 8.1 3 Nod
Silver SY 6016 mg/L 8 82 8.085(s) 0.05 ND ND ND ND ©
Sodiua S¥ 6018  mg/L 6.1 15 28 3 17
*Zinc SW 6010 ag/L 9.63 5.8 5.0 0.17 0.87 8.85 ND
Arsenic SW 7868 mg/L 0.002 8.85 8.05 ND ND 0.0¢8 ND
Lead SW 7421 nmg/L 9.002 0.05(2.885) ©.85 9.012 ND ND p.002
Mercury SW 7478  mg/L 0 0088 8.092 0.002 ND ND ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane S¥ 8018 ug/L 8.5 208.9 200.9 ND ND ND ND
BromodichYoromethane SW 8818  ug/L 85 100.9 + 100.9 » ND ND ND ND
Chlorofors S¥ 8818 ug/L 8.2 108.0 + 100.6 - ND ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane SW 8818 ug/L 8.5 106.6 + 108.0 - ND ND ND ND
Freon 113 SW 8218  wg/L 8.5 ND ND ND ND
Methylene chloride  SW 8016 ug/L 2 ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene SW 8018 ug/L 8.5 6.8 58 ND ND ND ND
Toluene SW 8628 ug/L 9.5 (2608.9) ND ND ND ND
Seaivolatile Drganics SW 8270 ug/L ND ND ND ND

* = Parapeters with secondary maximum contaminant Tevels Tor standards.
(a) = Where no values are given, parameter is not regulated.
ND = Not detected.
= Sample not analyzed for this parameter.
Standards tisted in parenth are proposed Federal MCLs with the final rule expected in 1998.
For total trihalomethanes group.
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TDS were recorded in all of the perimeter wells, with values ranging from
530 to 710 mg/L. Five of the wells were screened in the shallow water-bearing
zone, which had a TDS concentration ranging from 530 to 630 mg/L with a mean
of 574 mg/L. In the remaining three wells screened in the deep water-bearing
zone, TDS values ranged from 630 to 710 mg/L with a mean of 680 mg/L. The five
wells which monitored off-Plant activities had a mean TDS concentration of 620
mg/L, while the three monitoring on-Plant activities had a mean TDS value of
617 mg/L.

A number of metals were detected in the groundwater samples collected from
the perimeter wells. Because of the large number of metals and the fact that
they are naturally occurring, only those with current or proposed primary MCLs
in groundwater will be discussed in Section 4.1.5.3.

4,1.5.2 Sampling or Analytical Problems

One duplicate groundwater sample was taken from 9MW2. The RPDs, measure-
ments of precision, ranged between 0 and 22%, which are within the control
limits. Methylene chloride was detected in the trip blank. This is most Tikely
due to laboratory contamination.

The presence of metals detected in the equipment blank collected after
sampling well 9MW2 is apparently attributable to the water used to generate
this blank. The cadmium, copper, and lead concentrations found in the equipment
blank from this sample exceeded their respective primary MCLs. These metals
are also found in the two other equipment blanks generated during this sampling
effort (wells PG401 and 8MW4).

4.1.5.3 Significance of Findings

Analyte concentrations found in groundwater samples from the perimeter
wells were used to compute background levels for comparison with inorganic
concentrations at the various sites around the Plant (Table 4-14). Mean
chemical concentrations were obtained by adding the concentration values from
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each background sample and dividing the total by the number of samples. Since
these calculations are for naturally occurring metals, their presence in
groundwater is expected; therefore, values for analytes with concentrations
below the detection level were computed into the mean at the detection level,
rather than zero. In order to more accurately compare chemical concentrations
for the various sites with estimated background levels, ranges for acceptable
concentrations were established by adding two standard deviations to the mean
of each parameter (Table 4-14). The value at the top end of the range is
referred to as the high normal background level (HNBL).

Although no primary MCLs -have been established for TDS, this analyte
warrants discussion due to its high concentrations. A1l TDS groundwater values
detected during the AF Plant 85 Stage 2 investigation of the perimeter wells
exceeded the secondary MCL (500 mg/L) established for TDS. Secondary standards
are recommended, nonenforceable limits for a public water supply system.
Concentrations ranged from 530 to 710 mg/L, with a mean of 614 mg/L, a standard
deviation of 65.67, and a HNBL of 745 mg/L. The data suggest that the highest
TDS concentrations are found in the outwash underlying the till and that Plant
activities are not contributing any more to the high TDS values in the vicinity
of the Plant than activities outside the Plant boundaries.

For the purposes of this report, only those metals with established primary
MCLs will be discussed and compared to the HNBLs. Aluminum, arsenic, barium,
chromium, copper, fluoride, mercury, and selenium concentrations in groundwater
samples collected at this site did not exceeded their respective MCLs or HNBLs;
this medium was not analyzed for the other regulated inorganics (cyanide and
nitrate). Although the current MCL for cadmium (0.05 mg/L) was not exceeded,
the proposed MCL (0.005 mg/L) was exceeded in two of the perimeter wells. In
well 9MW2, located in the northwest corner of the Plant and screened in the
till, cadmium was detected at 0.02 mg/L (0.04 mg/L in the field duplicate
sample). However, no cadmium was detected in well 9MW1, which is located within
5 feet of well 9MW2 and also monitors the till. In well 9MW6, located in the
southwest corner of the Plant and also screened in the till, cadmium was
detected at 0.01 mg/L. Although the lead concentration in well 9MW5 (0.012
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mg/L) did not exceed the current MCL of 0.05 mg/L, it did exceed the proposed
MCL (0.005 mg/L). This well is located on the eastern border of the Plant, is
screened in the till, and monitors activities upgradient from the Plant. The

copper concentration in well 9MW5 (0.21 mg/L) exceeded its HNBL of 0.17 mg/L,
but not its current MCL of 1.0 mg/L.

4.1.5.3.1 Threat to Human Health and Wildlife. TDS values found in
groundwater collected from the perimeter wells were above the federal and state
secondary MCL, which are recommended, nonenforceable standards for delivery of
finished water by a public water supply system. Because these relatively high
concentrations of TDS were found Plant-wide in both the till and the outwash,
they appear to represent background conditions.

A comparison of the locations of wells 9MW2 and 9MW5 with the map of the
potentiometric surface of the shallow wells installed at AF Plant 85 (Figure
2-5) suggests that these wells monitor off-Plant activities. Therefore, the
cadmium and lead values in these wells are not likely to be attributable to
Plant activities. The only elevated cadmium value which could be attributed
to Plant activities was found in well 9MW6; however, this cadmium value is equal
to the present MCL (0.01 mg/L) and, because this well is screened in the till,
it is unlikely that significant migration of this constituent will occur. The
hydraulic conductivity in the till is estimated to be between 1076 and 1078
cm/sec. According to the EPA Hazardous Ranking System, the hydraulic
conductivity range for various materials is >1073 to <10~ cm/sec. Also, the

till is not used as a drinking water supply, primarily due to the low yield of
the water-bearing formation.

The absence of significant contamination in the Plant-wide perimeter wells

negates further discussion of contaminant migration or health and environmental
threats.
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4.2 PRIORITIZATION OF SITES FOR REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES

Sites studied during the RI/FS, Stage 2 investigation were ranked in order
of the severity of contamination as listed below. The ranking system,
summarized in Table 4-27, was developed using a variety of information.
Indicator chemicals were selected for each site based on both the health hazard
of the contaminant and its extent at the site. Each indicator chemical was
examined by sample media, noting the number of times the parameter was analyzed,
the number of detections of that analyte, the percent of detections, the percent
of detections exceeding a standard or criterion, and a muitiplier indicating
how many times the maximum concentration of the contaminant exceeded the
'standard or criterion. Then, each contaminant was given a Source Hazard score
using a method adapted from the Air Force Defense Priority Model (DPM): [DPM
Health Hazard score (0 to 9) x 9.3] + [DPM Ecological Hazard score (0 to 6) x
2.7] x Waste Containment Factor (0.1 to 1.0) = Source Hazard score. The DPM
was developed for the Air Force by the Oak Ridge National Laboratory (1987) and
is similar to the Hazard Ranking System used by EPA. Also used in ranking the
sites were observations made at each site, such as the apparent potential for
contaminant migration.

4.2.1 PCB Spill Site (Site 3)

As seen in Table 4-27, 21 out of the 31 soil samples collected at Site 3
contained Aroclor 1260. One out of four detections exceeded the federal action
level (50 ppm), with a maximum concentration multiplier of 14. The Source
Hazard score for PCBs was 76, the highest encountered during the ranking
comparisons. Due to the high concentrations found at this site, 40 CFR 761
requires cleanup of the spilled PCBs. The extent of PCB contamination has been
qujned horizontally with _the existing data, but not vertically. [ﬁgﬁgﬁgﬁgi
a field analytical method will need to be utilized during thi—rSTSEigl;ngse
_to assure reduction of PCBs to the 25 ppm cleanup level or to whatever level

is ggreed upon between the Air Force and the regulators during the developmen

of the remediation plan.




Table 4-27 Site Rankings Using Comparisons of Indicator Contasinant Statistics, AF Plant 85

SOIL SAMPLES GROUNDWATER SAMPLES
INDICATOR
CHEMICALS AT NO. ANALYZED NO. OF DETECTIONS DETECTIONS MAX. CDL OR NO. ANALYZED NO. OF DETECTIONS DETECTIONS MAX. MCL
EACH SITE FOR PARAMETER  DETECTIONS (% OF SAMPLES) YCDL OR AL (%) AL MULT. (X) FOR PARAMETER DETECTIONS (¥ OF SAMPLES) > WCLS (%) MULT. (X)

Site 3:

Aroclor 1260 3l 21 78 24 14 -- -- NA NA NA

Site 4/8:

TCE 61 4 8 25 38 22 0 0 2 4

Freon 113 20 0 0 0 0 12 1 8 0+ 4 f>

Benzo(a)pyrene 20 1 b 100 321 12 0 0 NA NA p
o

Site b:

Benzo(a)pyrene -- - NA NA NA 4 0 0 NA NA

Lead 4 4 100 0 1 6 4 87 50 2

s \

Site 10:

Methylene chloride -- -- NA NA NA -- -- NA NA NA

Chromium -- -- NA NA NA -- -- NA NA NA

Perineter ¥Wells:

Cadmiua -- -- NA NA NA 8 2 26 100

Lead -- -- KA NA NA 8 3 37.% 13

CDL = California Designated Levels.
AL = Action levels
MCL = Maximup Contaminant Levels
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Table 4-27. Site Rankings Using Comparisons of Indicator Contaminant Statistics AF Plant 85
(Continued)

SURFACE WATER SAMPLES SEDIMENT SAMPLES
INDICATOR DETECTIONS > MAX LIT.
CHEMICALS AT NO. ANALYZED NO. OF DETECTIONS DETECTIONS  MAX. MCL NO. ANALYZED NO. OF DETECTIONS LITERATURE GUIDELINE
EACH SITE FOR PARAMETER DETECTIONS (% OF SAMPLES) > MCLS (%) MULT. (X) FOR PARAMETER DETECTIONS (% OF SAMPLES) GUIDELINES (%) MLT. (X)

Site 3:

Aroclor 1260 - - NA NA NA -- -- NA NA NA

Site 4/8:

TCE -- -- NA NA NA -- - NA NA NA

Freon 113 -- - NA NA NA - - NA NA NA >

Benzo(a)pyrene -- -- NA NA NA -- -- NA NA M
&

Site §:

Benzo(a)pyrene 2 0 0 NA NA 3 2 67 100 38

lead 8 8 75 100 4 8 8 100 17 2

v y

Site 10:

Methylene chloride 2 0 0 NA NA 2 2 100 NA NA

Chromiua 2 0 0 0 Q1 2 2 100 0 Q

Perineter ¥ells.

Cadnium -- -- NA NA NA -- - NA NA NA

Lead -- -- NA NA NA -~ -- NA NA NA

(DL = California Designated Levels.

AL = Action levels.

MCL = Maximum Contaminant Levels

Parameter not analyzed for in this media.
Not Applicable.

NA
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Table 4-27. Site Rankings Using Comparisons of Indicator Contaminant Statistics AF Plant 85

(Continued)
INDICATOR DPM DPM WASTE SOURCE
CHEMICALS AT HEALTH ECOLOGICAL  CONTAINMENT HAZARD
EACH SITE HAZARD HAZARD FACTOR SCORE RANKING RATIONALE
Site 3:
Aroclor 1280 7 4 1.0 78 1 21 out of 31 soil samples containing Aroclor
1280 with 1 out of 4 detections exceeding
the Federal action level up to 14 times.
Site 4/8:
TCE 2 1 1.0 21 2 4 out of 61 soil saaples containing TCE
Freon 113 3 0 1.0 28 with 1 detection exceeding a soil criterion f>
Benzo(a)pyrene 3 4 1.0 39 by 38 tiees. =y
o
Site b:
Benzo(a)pyrene 3 4 1.0 39 3 2 out of 3 sediment samples both exceeding
Lead 3 4 1.0 39 a sediment criterion for benzo(a)pyrene up to
38 times. 8 out of 8 surface water samples
v exceed proposed MCL for lead up to 4 times.
Site 10:
Methylene chloride 1 1 1.0 12 4 No criteria were exceeding by indicator
Chromius 4 4 1.0 48 contaminants at site (See Section 4.2.4)
Perimeter Wells:
Cadaiua 2 8 1.0 35 5 2 out of 8 groundwater samples both containing
Lead 3 4 10 39 cadmiun exceeding proposed MCL up to 4 times.

CDL = California Designated Levels
AL = Action levels.
MCL = Maximum Contaminant Levels

A 3 a8 i N 2N Nl ...

Parameter not ana
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4.2.2 Mason's Run (Site 5)

Table 4-27 shows that benzo(a)pyrene (one of the PAHs) exceeded sediment
criteria in two out of three sediment samples, with a maximum concentration
multiplier factor of 38 times. The Source Hazard score for benzo(a)pyrene was
39, the third highest score computed during the ranking process. In general,
the contaminant problems found in Mason's Run are petroleum-related and are
associated with the oil separator/weir system. These are maintenance problems
and can be handled on this level, rather than with a full-scale remediation
program.

4.2.3 Fire Department Training Area (Site 4) and James Road Hazardous Waste
Storage Pad (Site 8)

TCE was detected in four out of 51 soil samples collected from this
combined site (Table 4-27). One of the detections exceeded the selected soil
criterion by 38 times. Although this one TCE value is considerably higher than
the TCE concentration in its duplicate sample, the high value was confirmed in
second-column analysis, while the duplicate sample was not. This contaminant
was not detected in the water-bearing zone of the Wisconsin till, which is not
used as a water supply source in any case. Therefore, it appears that a pathway
to receptors is absent. However, the potential for contaminants to enter the
groundwater still exists. The one Freon 113 detection in groundwater did not
surpass any guidelines, nor was this contaminant detected in surrounding soil
samples. Although the one soil sample containing benzo(a)pyrene (PAHs) did
exceed the selected criterion by 321 times, it should be recalled that field
personnel suspected that the sample was collected from a boring which penetrated
an old roadbed; and, PAHs are found in petroleum products and asphalt. Also,
no PAHs were detected in any of the groundwater samples collected at this
combined site. TCE, Freon 113, and benzo(a)pyrene had Source Hazard scores of
21, 28, and 39, respectively.

It was concluded from evaluating all the available data that this combined
site does not present a current threat to human health and the environment.
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However, this may not be the case should the property containing the FDTA be
sold. Because of the depth at which the high TCE concentration was detected
(7.5 to 9.0 feet bgs), excavation of this soil for a building foundation could
stir up the TCE, allowing it to enter the atmospheric pathway. A deed
disclosure, describing the possibility of TCE on the site, might be required
before the Air Force could sell it. This issue, however, is one of legal
liability, rather than risk to human health or the environment.

4.2.4 Turkey Run (Site 10)

It may appear from Table 4-27 that Site 10 would rank lower than the
perimeter wells, as no-criteria were exceeded by indicator contaminants selected
for Turkey Run. Although methylene chloride and chromium were chosen as
indicator chemicals because their Source Hazard scores (12 and 48, respectively)
were higher than the other contaminants, there were other metals found in
sediments which exceeded the selected criteria shown in Table 4-22 (such as
zinc). Despite the high metals concentrations in sediments collected from
Turkey Run, it was determined that this site did not pose threat to human health
and the environment. The rationale for this decision is as follows:

1. The metals are apparently bound up in the sediments since
concentrations of the same constituents in the surface
water are low and do not exceed any primary MCLs, even the
more stringent, proposed ones.

2. Although surface waters are the primary source of municipal
water supplies in Franklin County, no known supplies are
present within 3 miles downstream of the Plant. Although
a present threat to human health is not of concern via this
pathway, the future use of the larger downstream creeks as
a water supply is unknown.

3. Access to the facility is restricted, which eliminates
incidental dermal contact with and ingestion of these
metals by children and inhalation is highly improbable;
therefore, these exposure pathways are not present.

4. According to the Ohio Division of Natural Areas and
Preserves, the only endangered or threatened species or
critical habitats within 5 miles of the facility are
located upstream, to the northeast of Plant 85; therefore,
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there is no risk to these environmentally sensitive areas
from Plant activities around Turkey Run. Further, Turkey
Run flows through a very industrialized setting and a
healthy natural stream environment could not be achieved
unless more than the Plant's 375-foot segment of this low-
flowing stream were involved in cleanup activities.

5. With the possible exception of =zinc, there is no
significant increase in the concentrations of the metals
(used for comparison with guidelines) due to Plant
activities. Barium and copper increased in concentra-
tions only slightly.

6. No specific federal or state regulatory standards exist

for metals in sediments and the criteria used for
comparisons are guidelines only.

4.2.5 Perimeter Wells

Table 4-27 indicates that two of the eight groundwater samples containing
cadmium exceeded the proposed primary MCL by up to 4 times; and one lead value
exceeded its proposed MCL. However, it should be noted that the monitoring
well which contains the highest cadmium level monitors off-Plant activities.
The other cadmium value, found in a well monitoring Plant activities, was equal
to the proposed MCL and lower than the current MCL. It was determined from
available groundwater data gathered from the perimeter wells that Plant

activities were not negativé]y impacting the groundwater exiting the Plant
boundaries.
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5.0 ALTERNATIVE REMEDIAL MEASURES
5.1 PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVE REMEDIAL ACTIONS

The purpose of the three-phase Feasibility Study (FS) process is to develop
remedial action alternatives which can achieve acceptable levels of cleanup for
specific sites. This phased process begins with the identification of prelim-
inary alternative remedial actions (FS-I); proceeds with the initial screening
of alternatives (FS-II); and concludes with a detailed analysis and final
screening of the alternatives (FS-III).

The primary purpose of the FS-1 is to develop remedial alternatives that
protect human health and the environment, encompassing a range of appropriate
remediation options. These options range from no action to complete removal
and destruction of contaminants. Alternatives for remediation are developed
by assembling combinations of techniques into alternatives that address
contamination on a site-wide basis. This process consists of six general steps
which are listed below:

1. Develop remedial action objectives.
2. Develop general response actions.

3. Identify volumes or areas of media to which the general
response actions may apply.

4. Identify and screen the technologies applicable to each
general response action.

5. Identify and evaluate technology process options to select
a representative process for each technology type retained
for consideration.

6. Assemble the selected representative technologies into
alternatives that represent a range of treatment options.

Of the six sites investigated at AF Plant 85, only one was chosen for
remedial action planning based on its potential threat to human health and the
environment. This was Site 3, the PCB Spill Site, where concentrations of PCBs
that pose a risk were found.
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In January 1983, oil containing PCBs leaked from Transformer P-27 at
Electrical Substation 23 Tocated on the Plant grounds (Site 3). The spill area
was excavated on two separate occasions but no documentation was found that
defined the extent of excavation or the source of fill used at the site. A
total of 35 soil samples from 15 boreholes have been collected at the site
since the initial excavations. The levels of PCB (Aroclor 1260) found in the
soil samples ranged from 0 to 700 mg/kg with the highest concentrations found
nearest the substation. Five of the samples near the substation had concen-
trations ranging from 147 mg/kg to 700 mg/kg. The remaining 30 samples had
PCB concentrations ranging from no detection to 24 wmg/kg. These concentra-
tions were generally decreasing with depth and distance from the substation.
The only medium of interest at this site is the contaminated soil.

5.1.1 Identification of Remedial Action Objectives

The remedial action objectives were developed to protect human health and
the environment. The exposure pathways that currently exist at the site are:
1) ingestion or direct contact with the soil, 2) volatilization from the soil
into the air where inhalation may occur, and 3) migration into the groundwater
which could possibly reach a drinking water supply. The specific remedial
action objectives are listed below:

0 Prevent ingestion/direct contact with soils having PCB
concentrations in excess of 25 ppm (mg/kg)

0 Prevent inhalation of PCB concentrations in excess of 7.9
x 1077 mg/m?
0 Prevent migration of PCBs which would result in groundwater

concentrations in excess of 8.1 ug/L.

The 8.1 pg/L threshold of PCBs in groundwater is based on the EPA health
advisory for the l-in-a-million incremental cancer risk level. The 7.9 x 1077
mg/m® of PCBs ‘is also based on the l-in-a-million incremental cancer risk
level. The 25 mg/kg PCB level in soil is based on the guidance of the Regional
EPA to use the 40 CFR 761, PCB spill cleanup policy that has specific
requirements for PCB spills at outdoor electrical substations. The remedial
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action objectives could all be met by eliminating the PCB source (the
contaminated soil).

5.1.2 Identification of General Response Actions

The general response actions were chosen to satisfy the remedial action
objectives stated above to varying extents. The response actions chosen are
medium-specific to soil and include no action, non-cleanup (including such
institutional actions as fencing, deed restrictions, posting, and long-term
monitoring), containment, removal, treatment, and disposal. These general
response actions are known to be applicable to sites with contaminated soils.

The volume of soil to which the general response actions can be applied
is based on the volume of soil with PCB concentrations of 25 mg/kg or greater.
The PCB concentrations are known only at discrete points throughout the site.
There are also areas where, due to site conditions, the extent of contamination
is unknown. These areas include the soil under the concrete pad of the sub-
station and the soil below the concrete conduit that runs beneath the site.
Based on the site conditions and known concentrations, a volume that includes
a buffer zone around the known soil area contaminated above 25 mg/kg was
estimated to ensure that all contaminated soil will be included.

5.1.3 Identification and Screening of Possible Remedial Technologies

The next step in the FS process is to identify and screen the technologies
applicable to each of the general response actions to eliminate those that
cannot be technically implemented at the site. The general response actions
are further defined to specify remedial technology types which apply.

The remedial technologies are broken down further with specific process
options selected for each remedial technology. The remedial technologies and
process options are then screened, eliminating some technologies and options
based on their lack of technical implementability at the site. Implement-
ability 1is defined as the technical and administrative feasibility to
construct, operate, maintain, and obtain approvals and supporting services for
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the process option. Screening was performed using information from the RI site
characterization on PCB levels and on-site characteristics. The remedial
technologies, process options and descriptions, and screening comments can be
found on Table 5-1.

The solvent extraction option is not applicable for use with soils and
was thus screened out. The photolysis option is generally restricted to use
with wastewaters and is not applicable for contaminated soils. PCBs are
extremely resistant to oxidation and hydrolysis so these two chemical treatment
options were also eliminated. Biodegradation is not applicable because highly
chlorinated PCBs such as Aroclor 1260 are very resistant to biodegradation.
The molten salt combustion option requires a low ash producing waste so it is
not applicable for soils. The multi-hearth incinerator is not capable of
combustion at high enough temperatures for the destruction of PCBs and thus it
was eliminated from the list of applicable process options. The on-site
landfill option was eliminated because the use of the land on AF Plant 85 does
not facilitate the construction of a landfill.

Upon completion of the initial screening of technologies and process
options, eight process options and one technology were eliminated. The eight
remaining technologies and fourteen remaining process options (incliuding no
action) will be examined further in the next step of the FS process.

5.1.4 Identification and Evaluation of Technology Process Options

In the fifth step of alternative development the technology process
options considered to be implementable are evaluated further to select process
options from each remaining remedial technology. This is done to simplify the
subsequent development and evaluation of remedial alternatives while still
allowing for flexibility by having a range of technologies represented. The
process options are evaluated based on relative effectiveness (the extent to
which cleanup is achieved), implementability, and cost. In this evaluation the
process options are compared only with other process options from the same
remedial technology type. The evaluation of process options is illustrated in
Table 5-2. |
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. Table B-1
Initial Screening of Technologies and Process Options

i‘::w
é.,. RESPONSE ACTIONS  REMEDIAL TECHNOLOGY PROCESS OPTIONS DESCRIPTION SCREENING COMMENTS
H

| N0 ACTION H NONE H NOT APPLICABLE I o ACTION REQUIRED FOR CONSIDERATION BY NCP
' NON CLEAMP ACTION HACCBS nsmmuuH FEXING | FENCE PERIMETER OF CONTAMINATED AREA POTENTIALLY APPLICARLE

SURFACE SEAL TO ELINIMATE POTENTINLLY APPLICARLE
INFILTRATION AMO DIRECT CONTACT

MATI-UEDIA CAP

| CONTAINMENT }-L CAPPING

SYNTHETIC SURFACE SEAL TO BLIMIMATE POTENTIALLY APPLICABLE
INFILTRATION AND DIRECT CONTACT

-
i

SYNTHETIC WEMBRANE

{. . l REMOVAL H EXCAVATION H SOIL EXCAVATION l REIOVAL OF SURFACE AND SUBSURFACE SOIL POTENTIALLY APPLICABLE
A v REMOVAL OF CONTAWINANT FROM MEDIWN NOT MRLICAE AR UE TITH SR
i SDLVB(T EXTRACTION % USING A SOLYENT

g
|
s

CBMENT BASED IN-SITU SOLIDIFICATION POTENTIALLY APPLICARE

T-SITU VITRIFICATION WELTS SOIL INTD QLASS POTENTIALLY APPLICABLE
r{ PHYSICAL }—'L YITRIFICATION |

DAMOBILIZING AND PYROLIZING CONTAMINANTS

e -

- e
-/.-'

IN-SITU REMOVAL OF CONTAMINANTS FROM SOIL POTENTIALLY APPLICABLE
UTILIZING FORCED/ORANN AIR CURRENTS

el
A

o et f ——
- -. rl-.:-.'- ;

DECHLORIRKATION OF PCBs USING SHORTWAVE NOT APPLICABLE FOR PCBs IN SOIL
W.TRA-VIILEY LICHT

CHEMICAL PROCESS REDUCING THE TOXICITY OF PCBs  POTENTIALLY APPLICARE

ALTERS THE OXIDATION STATE OF CHEMICALS PCBs ARE EXTREMELY RESISTANT TO

OXIDATION 1
REPLACES CHLORINE ATOMS VITH THE HYDROXYL PCBs ARE EXTREMELY RESISTANT TO
GROWP HYDROLYSIS

DEGRADATION OF ORGANICS USING WICROORGANISMS HIGLY CHLORINATED PCBs ARE RESISTANT
TO BIDDEGRADATION

COMBUSTION IN A HORIZONTALLY ROTATING CYLINDER  POTENTIALLY APPLICABLE
DESICNED FOR UMIFORM HEAT TRAMSFER

e

- N -

WASTE INJECTED INTO HOT AGITATED 8ED OF SAND POTENTIALLY APPLICARE
WHERE COMBUSTION OCCURS

A JACKETED VESSEL USING LARGE ELECTRODES T0 POTENTIALLY APPLICABLE
SUPPLY HEAT FOR INCINERATION

COMBUSTION OCCURS PRIMARILY IN A BED OF WOLTEN  NOT SUITABLE FOR SOILS (HIGH ASH
AXKALL METAL SALTS CONTENT)

INCINERATION UTILIZING A SERIES OF INTERVAL MOT SUITAGLE FOR HIGH TBPERATURES
FLAT HEARTHS

INFRARED THERMAL RADIATION USED TD DESTROY POTENTIALLY APPLICARE -~
CONTAMINANTS
TRAMSPORT WASTE OFF-STTE FOR OISPOSAL AT A POTENTIALLY APRLICARE
RCRA APPROYED LANDFTLL
[ DISPUSAL CONSTRUCT A LANDFILL ON-SITE THAT COMPLIES NOT FEASIBLE WITH PROPOSED FUTURE

WITH RCRA LANDFILL STANOARDS LAND (SE

——— —~ o r._,.:__..
- - ’ l’-‘. )

- ;

= TECHNOLOGT OPTIONS .
77 A ES/PROCESS THAT ARE SCREENED OUT
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Table 5-2

Evaluation of Process Options

GENERAL
RESPONSE ACTIONS  REMEDIAL TECHNOLDGY PROCESS OPTIONS EFFECTIVENESS IMPLEMENTABILITY cosT
NO ACTION NONE NOT APPLICABLE + DOES NOT ACHIEVE REMEDIAL ACTION NOT ACCEPTABLE TO NONE
0BJECTIVES LOCAL/PUBLIC GOV'T
» EFFECTIVE IN REDUCING OIRECT CONTACT EASILY IMPLEMENTED, LOY CAPITAL, LOW
NON CLEANUP ACTION HACCESS RESTRICTION|— FENCING BUT DOES NOT REDUCE CONTAMINATION  RESTRICTS FUTURE LAND  MAINTENANCE
USE
+ EFFECTIVE IN PREVENTING INFILTRATION EASILY IMPLEBMENTED, LOY CAPITAL, LO¥
MULTI-KEDIA CAP AND VOLATILIZATION, HAS SBLF HEALING RESTRICTS FUTURE LAND  MAINTENANCE
PROPERTIES USE
CONTAINMENT H CAPPING
s — BFFECTIVE IN PREVENTING INFILTRATION EASILY IWPLEMENTED, LOY CAPITAL, LOW
SYNTHETIC MEMSRANE AND VOLATILIZATION, GUESTIONABLE RESTRICTS FUTURE LAND  MAINTENANCE
L L s L 2L LINER LIFE 133
« EFFECTIVE IN PERMANENT REMOVAL OF  EASILY IMPLEMENTED LO¥ CAPITAL
REMOVAL H  EXCAVATION SOIL EXCAVATION CONTAMINANT
+ EFFECTIVE IN REDUCING MOSILITY, DOES READILY IMPLEMENTABLE  LOW CAPITAL
SOLIDIFICATION NOT REDUCE CONTAMINATION
=~ ——r EFFECTIVE IN REDUCING MOSILITY WITH  NOT IMPLEMENTABLE, HIGH CAPITAL
PHYSICAL /mn-‘xcmm/ SOME CONTAMINANT REDUCTION UNDERGROUND CABLES
B ¥4 IN AREA
- 7 - QUESTIONABLE EFFECTIVENESS, VERY READILY IMPLEMENTABLE  MODERATE CAPITAL,
- VOLATILIZATION / SLOY, TREATABILITY STUOY RER'D MODERATE TO HIGH 0AM
Ll
« EFFECTIVE IN REDUCING CONTAMINATION, READILY IMPLEMENTABLE  WODERATE TO HIGH CAPITAL
—H  CHEMICAL . KPEG TREATABILITY RER'D
TREATMENT H
o EFFECTIVE AND PROVEN, ¥WIDELY READILY IMPLEMENTABLE,  MOOERATE CAPITAL
- ROTARY KILN AVAILABLE MAY REQUIRE SPECIAL
PERMIT FOR BURNING PC3s
T EFFECTIVE, LIMITED EXPERIENCE WITH  READILY IMPLBMENTARLE, MODERATE CAPITAL
/ mrzm // PCBs MAY REQUIRE SPECIAL
PERMIT FOR BURNING PCBs
77 7777 77 EFFECTIVE, NOT PROVEN AT FUL SCALE READILY IMPLEMENTABLE, WODERATE TO HIGH CAPITAL
H HIGH TBWP. FLUID WALL VAY RERUIRE SPECIAL
N THERMAL e —— PERMIT FOR BURNING PCBs
EFFECTIVE, LINITED EXPERIENCE FITH  READILY IMPLEMENTABLE, WODERATE TO HIGH CAPITAL
I)FRARED / / PcBs MAY REQUIRE SPECIAL :
PERMIT FOR BURNING PCBs
+ EFFECTIVE IN CONTAINING CONTAMINATED READILY IMPLEMENTABLE  WODERATE CAPITAL
DISPOSAL LANDFILLING OFF-SITE LANDFILL saIL

s = SEECTED REPRESENTATIVE PROCESS OPTIONS

m = PROCESS OPTIONS ELIMINATED
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The multi-media cap was selected over the synthetic membrane to represent
the capping technology. The multi-media cap uses both clay and a synthetic
membrane which adds to its effectiveness. The clay layer has regenerative
properties which make it more dependable over the long term. A synthetic
membrane alone is very effective in preventing infiltration and volatilization
but its life expectancy is uncertain. Thus, the combination of the clay and
synthetic makes a more effective and dependable cap.

The in-situ solidification option was chosen over vitrification and in-
situ volatilization to represent the physical treatment technology. Both in-
situ solidification and in-situ vitrification have the same effectiveness in
immobilizing the contaminants at the site, but vitrification is considerably
more expensive. Also, it would be very difficult to implement this process
with the underground conduits running below the site surface. The effective-
ness of the in-situ volatilization option in removing PCBs from soil is
questionable and a treatability study would be required. This process is also
very slow; thus, the in-situ volatilization option was not selected.

Rotary ‘kiln incineration was selected to represent the thermal treatment
technology. It is effective and proven in the destruction of PCBs. The
fluidized bed, high temperature fluid wall, and infrared options are all
potentially applicable for the incineration of PCB contaminated soil, but they
have limited or no documented use with PCBs.

5.1.5 Assemblage of Selected Representative Technologies

The final step is to assemble the selected representative technologies
into alternatives that represent a range of remediation for the site as a
whole. The alternatives selected cover a range of remediation from no action
to complete removal, treatment, and disposal. All alternatives address the
same volume or area. The soil volume for remediation was estimated to be 60
cubic yards. It was not possible to distinguish between various levels
(volumes) of cleanup due to the varied concentrations found, the small area
involved, and the unknown concentrations below the concrete pad and conduit.
The alternatives selected can be seen in Table*5-3 and are described below.



Table §-3 ¢~ ¢
Range of Remedial Alternatives

Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt, 4 Alt. & Alt. 6 Alt. 7
In-Situ Excavation/ Excavation/ Excavation/
General Response Area or Perimeter | Multi-Media |Solidification/|KPEG Chem. Treat/] Rotary Kiln Landfilling/
Medium Action Remedial Technology | Volume | No Action Fencing Soil Cap Chem. Fixation [Backfilling/Incin|Incin/Backfilling| Backfilling
Soil No Action N/A N/A X
Entire
Soi) Non Cleanup Access Restriction Site X
Action
All Soil
Soil Containment Capping Above X
: 25 mg/kg
All Soil
Soil Removal Excavation Above x X X
25 mg/kg) -
All Soil
Soil Treatment Physical Above X w
25 mg/kg )
(0]
All Soil
Soil Treatment Chemical Above X
25 mg/kg
All Soil
Soil Treatment Thermal Above X X
25 mg/kg
All Soil
Soil Disposal Ltandfilling Above X
25 mg/kg

A — ) R I _—— - o — W ’
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5.1.6 Description of Remedial Alternatives

5.1.6.1 Alternative 1: No Action

The no action alternative would be no action at all. Nothing would be
done at the site; it would be left in its present condition.

5.1.6.2 Alternative 2: Perimeter Fencing

The non-cleanup alternative would not include any remedial action that
addresses the PCB-contaminated soil. However, it would include the con-
struction of a fence around the perimeter of the site. The fence would prevent
access to the site, which would minimize direct contact with the contaminated
soil but would also restrict the future land use of the site. The non-cleanup
alternative should also include posting the site to warn workers entering the
area (e.g., for equipment maintenance) to wear adequate protection.

5.1.6.3 Alternative 3: Multi-Media Soil Cap

This alternative would involve the construction of a multi-media cap which
would reduce the flow of water through the site, thereby reducing the con-
taminant migration from the site. It would also reduce contaminant migration
due to volatilization and offer some protection from the release of contami-
nants that would occur from implementation of a remedial action that would
expose the contaminated soil. This alternative would also restrict the future
land use of the site.

- 5.1.6.4 Alternative 4: In-Situ Solidification/Chemical Fixation

This alternative would involve drilling through the PCB-contaminated soil
with an expandable-bit drill rig. Fixation chemicals would then be released
into the soil and mixed. A series of overlapping columns would be drilled
throughout the contaminated soil, forming a solid mass (solidification) and
thus reducing the mobility of the contaminants. This would also reduce the
potential of exposing the contaminated soil.
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5.1.6.5 Alternative 5: Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/
Incineration

This alternative would involve excavating the soil containing 25 mg/kg or
greater PCBs, treating it on site using the KPEG (potassium polyethylene
glycol) process, which destroys the PCBs by dechlorination, and returning it
to the site of excavation since it is assumed that the treated soil would no
longer be considered a hazardous waste. This assumption would have to be
confirmed through laboratory analysis. The KPEG process would reduce the
toxicity of the soil, but it would produce a volume of waste that must be
treated as wastewater. The residuals created by the KPEG process are commonly
treated by chemical oxidation, biodegradation, carbon adsorption, or
incineration. This alternative would satisfy the remedial objectives by
removing and treating the contaminants.

5.1.6.6 Alternative 6: Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling

Alternative 6 would involve excavating the soil containing 25 mg/kg or
greater PCBs and transporting it off site to a facility for incineration in a
rotary kiln and disposal of the ash. The excavated material would be replaced
with clean fill. This alternative would satisfy the remedial objectives by
completely removing and destroying the contaminants in the soil.

5.1.6.7 Alternative 7: Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling

This alternative would involve the excavation of all soil with PCB levels
at or above 25 mg/kg and transporting it to a RCRA-approved hazardous waste
landfill. The excavated soil would be replaced with clean fill. Although the
contaminated soil would be completely removed from the site, it would merely
be placed in a landfill without any treatment. This alternative would meet the
remedial objectives at the site.

i .\ \ 3 .
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5.2 INITIAL SCREENING OF ALTERNATIVES

The second phase of the feasibility study process involves the screening
of alternatives developed during the first phase of the FS to narrow the list
of potential alternatives to be evaluated in detail. Three distinct steps are
usually conducted during the screening of alternatives. First, the
alternatives are evaluated to determine their effectiveness for protection of
public health and the environment. Second, the alternatives are evaluated to
determine their technical feasibility. Finally, the alternatives are costed
to achieve an accuracy within +100% to -50%.

The PCB Spill Site remedial action alternatives to be screened in this
section include No Action, Perimeter Fencing, Multi-Media Soil Cap,
Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling, In-Situ Solidification/Chemical Fixation,
Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration, and Excavation/
Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling. The remedial action objectives that
these alternatives attempt to meet are listed below:

0 Prevent ingestion/direct contact with soils having PCB
concentrations in excess of 25 mg/kg

o] Prevent inhalation of PCBs in concentrations in excess of
7.9 x 1077 mg/m®

0 Prevent migration of PCBs which would result in groundwater
concentrations in excess of 8.1 ug/L.

5.2.1 Alternative 1: No Action

The no action alternative would have no effect on the potential risks
present at the PCB Spill Site. It would provide no protection to the
environment or human health and there would be no reduction in the toxicity,
mobility, or volume of the contaminants. There would be no additional threat
to human health and the environment caused by the no action alternative. The
threat of human exposure and further contaminant migration into the environment
would remain.
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Although the no action alternative would have no impact on the site, it
is retained in the FS process as a baseline against which other remedial
alternatives can be compared.

5.2.2 Alternative 2: Perimeter Fencing

This alternative would include the construction of a fence around the
perimeter of the contaminated soil with signs posted on the fence stating that
the area is contaminated with PCBs. The fencing alternative would limit access
to the contaminated area.

5.2.2.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts

The short-term effectiveness of fencing the perimeter of the contami-
nated soil would be a reduction of the potential for direct human contact.
There would be no protection to the environment provided by fencing the area.
There would be no additional threat to human health or the environment by
installing a fence, but the potential for inhalation and ingestion/direct
contact would still exist. The time required for installation would be minimal
(Tess than one week).

The long-term effectiveness of this non-cleanup alternative would be
minimal. The risk present at the site would remain. The possibility of
further PCB migration both vertically .and horizontally within the soil would
still be present. There would be a sole reliance on the fence to prevent
access while retaining the possibility of migration beyond the fence. There
would be no reduction in toxicity, mobility, or volume since treatment or
removal would not be employed.

5.2.2.2 Technical Feasibility

The perimeter fencing alternative would not include any remedial action
that addresses the PCB-contaminated soil. It would include the construction
of a 6-foot high chain linked fence with three strands of barbed wire on top.
The fence would enclose the site, approximately 15 by 20 feet, and would have
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a single walk-through gate that would remain locked at all times. Signs would
be posted on the fence stating that the area is contaminated with PCBs.

Size and configuration. The non-cleanup alternative would cover the entire

site. This alternative would involve fencing the perimeter of the site and
buffer zone which is approximately 15 by 20 feet.

Time frame. The time required for installing a fence would be minimal
(less than one week).

Spatial requirement. Negligible.

Implementability evaluation. A fence would be easily constructed.
Services and materials for fencing would be readily and locally available.

5.2.2.3 Cost Evaluation
The estimated cost of a 6-foot chain link fence topped with 3 strands of
barbed wire and one walk-through gate would be $1,000, installed (from Aspen

Fence Co., Denver).

5.2.3 Alternative 3: Multi-Media Soil Cap

The Multi-Media Soil Cap alternative would reduce infiltration, contaminant
migration, volatilization, and access to the PCBs. The cap would consist of
a low-permeability soil layer covered by a synthetic membrane which would be
covered by a layer of sand, followed by a layer of topsoil. The cap would cover
the entire area of contamination.

5.2.3.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts

The short-term effectiveness of a multi-media cap would be reduced because
of the amount of time required for design and construction. There would be an
increase of dust during construction, but the contaminated soil would remain
largely undisturbed. There are no significant adverse environmental impacts
from the construction of a multi-media cap.
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A multi-media cap would reduce the potential for direct contact with the

PCB-contaminated soil and it would reduce leaching. Capping is a well-

established, proven technology. The cap would require regular inspection and
maintenance; and the risk from contact with the soil would still exist should
the cap fail. Although leaching would be reduced, there would still be the
potential for vertical and horizontal migration beyond the boundaries of the

cap. Capping would reduce the mobility of the PCBs but would offer no reduction
of toxicity or volume. )

The physical nature of the multi-media cap would impede the exposure
pathways at the site and provide good risk reduction. However, since the PCBs
would remain at the site, there would be a potential risk if the cap failed.

5.2.3.2 Technical Feasibility

The containment alternative would involve the construction of a multi-
media cap to cover the site and buffer zone, which is approximately 15 by 20
feet in size. The cap should consist of a low-permeability layer (<1 x 1077
cm/s) at least two feet thick, covered by a synthetic liner, covered by a high-
permeability drainage layer (>1 x 10-3 cm/s) at least one foot thick, covered
by a top soil layer at least two feet thick, with an appropriate vegetative
layer covering the top soil (Handbook: Remedial Action at Waste Disposal Sites,
USEPA, 1985). The cap should have a minimum slope of 2% for proper drainage.

The property deed would be changed to restrict access and use of the capped
area.

Size and confiquration. The area to be capped would be approximately 15
by 20 feet. The cap should be approximately 5 to 6 feet thick. An area

surrounding the 15 by 20-foot capped area would be required to allow for a-

gentle grade from the edge of the cap down to the natural ground elevation.

Time frame. The time for installation of a multi-layer cap would be

minimal (approximately one week). The time required for the design and design
approval could be substantial.

-__I‘.JI..;

.
i

- . -;‘4 - -' - { -
-k-"h !J . - ———— — ——




—

-‘ - -W -""‘.‘~~.

V.

-

-. ; -h ,

- - -\’ -”l‘-*- -
, N

5-15

Spatial requirement. The area required for cap construction would be

approximately three times the area of the site. This area would be needed for
parking equipment and staging cap materials.

Implementability. A multi-media cap is a well established technology and
normally is easily implemented. This site is located next to an electrical
substation and it has power lines running through the contaminated soil. It

is possible that these lines would need to be accessed in the future, which
means the cap would have to be destroyed to access the power lines. If the
power lines were moved prior to capping, it would involve excavation. This
would eliminate the major advantage of containment with a multi-media cap,
which is not having to disturb the contaminated soil. There would also be a
problem with grading from the edge of the cap down to the natural ground
elevation. The cap would be required to at least go to the edge of the
substation and it would not be possible to properly finish the edge of the cap.

Based on the implementability problems of a multi-media cap, this
alternative would not be studied further unless information eliminating these

problems is found.

5.2.4 Alternative 4: In-situ Solidification/Chemical Fixation

This alternative would involve the in-situ mixing of a fixation chemical
with the PCB-contaminated soil to form a solid mass. An expandable-bit drill
would be used for mixing and, by drilling a series of overlapping columns, the
area would be solidified. The PCBs would be chemically fixed in the soil, thus
greatly reducing their mobility. This would prevent any further migration,
volatilization, and contact with the contaminated soil.

5.2.4.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts

The immobilization alternative could be effective in reducing the mobility
of the PCB-contaminated soil in about two weeks. There may be a slight increase
in dust during the mixing process but during previous operations at a similar
site, no PCBs were detected in the air (D. Miller, pers. com., 1989).
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Protection for workers would be required to prevent dermal contact and
inhalation of contaminants during operations. The in-situ solidification
alternative would not cause any significant adverse environmental impacts.

After the fixation process was completed, the PCBs would be chemically
bonded to the solidified soil. This would reduce the risk of migration through
the soil and into the groundwater and prevent any volatilization or dust
particles from reaching the atmosphere. The PCBs, however, would still be
present at the site.

The in-situ fixation process is a new process which has just recently been
tested by the US EPA under the SITE Program at a similar site. It appears from
these tests that the fixation is complete (Stinson, pers. com., 1989). Since
the process is new, there has been no testing of the long-term stability of the
solidified soil. Continued monitoring would be required to ensure that PCBs
are not leaching from the solidified mass.

The immobilization alternative would not reduce the toxicity or volume of
the contaminated soil but would only immobilize the contaminants.

5.2.4.2 Technical Feasibility

This immobilization alternative would involve the use of International
Waste Technology (IWT) in-situ stabilization/solidification process, which uses
IWT additives to generate a complex crystalline, connective network of inorganic
polymers that chemically fix the PCBs. These additives would be mixed into the
contaminated soil using the Geo-Con Deep Soil Mixing system. This mechanical
mixing system would consist of a 36-inch diameter drilling auger containing one
set of cutting blades and two sets of mixing blades attached to a vertical drive
shaft. The additive slurry and supplemental water would be injected through
the bottom of the auger into the zone being agitated by the rotating blades.
The auger assembly would be supported and powered using a crane. A batch mixing
plant for the slurry consisting of storage silos, mixing tank, a compressor,
and pumps would also be required. The auger assembly would be used to mix and
solidify a series of overlapping columns until the entire site had been treated.
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The PCBs would be complexed initially in a fast-acting first phase reaction and
permanently complexed further in the building of macromolecules, which would
take about four weeks.

Size and confiquration. The equipment involved in the in-situ solid-
ification process would include a crane, two storage bins, mixing tank, an air
compressor, and some pumps. The crane would be set up at the site and would
require an operating area of approximately 1,000 ft? around the site. The
treatment slurry prep and feed system would require an area of approximately
750 ft?, which would need to be located near the site.

Time frame. The time for mobilization, process set up, and soil treatment
would take a maximum of two weeks, with one additional week required for
demobilization. Two weeks for a bench scale test would also be required.

Rates or flows of treatment. Approximately 200 ft3/hr or 7.4 yd®/hr could
be treated.

Implementability. The in-situ fixation process is a new technology in
the remediation field. Its Timited use appears to be effective in immobilizing
PCBs in contaminated soil. The specialized equipment and operations are
available for use. A major problem with the implementation of the in-situ
fixation process is the presence of the concrete conduit running through the
site and the lack of information known about its location and the possible
presence and location of additional conduits. The extent of contamination
under these conduits and also under the concrete pad of the electrical
substation is unknown. The fixation process would not be able to treat these
areas of contamination without destroying the conduits and the pad. The
fixation auger could possibly be angled at 10 to 15° which would allow for some
penetration beneath the pad and the conduits. Geo-Con (D. Miller, pers. com.,
1989) has also suggested that jet grouting could be used to inject grout into
the soil below the pad and conduits.

Even if the areas below the concrete pad and conduits can be treated,
there still remains some major implementability problems. The vertical extent
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of contamination is unknown at the site, so the depth to which treatment would
be required is also unknown. Therefore, additional sampling would be needed
prior to implementation of this alternative. The biggest problem with this
alternative, however, 1is that implementation would render the conduits
inaccessible, encased in the solidified mass. It is probable that the lines
running through the conduits would need to be accessed in the future, which
would not be possible if they were encased in the solidified soil.

Based on the implementability problems of this alternative, the In-Situ
Solidification/Chemical Fixation process will not be studied further unless
information eliminating these problems is found.

5.2.5 Alternative 5: Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/
Incineration

Alternative 5 would involve the excavation of soil containing 25 mg/kg or
greater PCBs. The extent of excavation would be determined by using a field
analytical method which would measure the PCB concentrations in samples
collected during the excavation. The excavated soil would be treated using
the KPEG process and then replaced into the excavated area. The liquid waste
produced by the KPEG process would be incinerated. This alternative would
treat the PCB-contaminated soil to reduce concentrations in the soil to an
acceptable level. The PCBs would be chemically altered and then destroyed.
Although the KPEG process is a new process that has had limited use, bench
scale and pilot scale studies have shown it to be effective in removing PCBs
from soils. ‘

5.2.5.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts

The chemical treatment alternative can be effective in removing the PCBs
from the contaminated soil and reducing their toxicity. The chemical treat-
ment process can be applied in a period of approximately one month. There
would be an increase in dust during excavation and the chemical process would
produce a liquid waste. The liquid waste produced would be transported to an
incinerator for disposal. Workers would require protection from dermal contact
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and inhalation of contaminants during excavation and processing. There should
be no significant adverse environmental impacts from the excavation and
treatment process. There could be a possibility of a chemical spill while
handling the reagents for the treatment process.

After completing chemical treatment, the PCB soil concentrations would be
greatly reduced (<10 ppm in the treated soil) and consequently the risks at the
site would also be greatly reduced. However, before the treated soil would be
replaced into the excavated area, soil analysis would be required to confirm
the PCB removal. Once the PCBs were removed from the site, there would be no
need for any further controls at the site. The PCBs would be converted to
polyethyleneglycol biphenyl ethers and then incinerated. Thus, a significant
reduction in the volume, mobility, and toxicity of the contaminant would be
achieved.

5.2.5.2 Technical Feasibility

The KPEG process is a chemical treatment technology for PCB-contaminated
soils. The chemical reagents used in the process are potassium hydroxide (KOH)
and polyethylene glycol (PEG). A sulfoxide, usually dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSQ),
is used as a catalyst to increase the overall rate of reaction. The KPEG
chemical reactions are shown below:

ROH  + KOH _OMS0,_ ROK +  HOH
polyethylene potassium dimethyl potassium water
glycol hydroxide sulfoxide polyethylene
glycolate

+ ROK DMSO <:::>F—_<6§§>; + KCL
chlorinated potassium polyethylene potassium
bipheny] polyethylene glycol biphenyl chloride

glycolate ether
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In KPEG soils processing, the soil and the reagent are mixed to form a
slurry. The slurry is then heated to approximately 150°C with mixing continued
until the PCBs are decomposed to water soluble materials with a Tower toxicity.
At the end of the reaction, the reagent is recovered by filtration and soil
washing. The treated soil is then discharged and the reagent and wash waters
are recycled. The reaction system is closed to prevent the release of materials
into the environment.

The overall KPEG process includes reagent preparation, soil preparation,
physical mixing of soil with reagent, thermochemical reaction of reagent with
PCBs in soil, soil/reagent separation, soil washing with water, and reagent
recovery. The equipment involved in this process includes a reagent feed drum,
a steam generator, a steam jacketed Littleford reactor mixer, a reagent recycle
drum, three wash drums, two condensate drums, an ice water condenser, and a
Nixtox sorbent drum. The pilot scale KPEG process equipment would be applic-
able. to the quantity of soil requiring treatment at this site (Milicic, pers.
com., 1989).

Size and confiquration. The chemical treatment alternative would involve
the excavation of contaminated soil and the chemical processing of the soil.
The clean soil would then be replaced into the excavated area. The area to be
excavated is approximately 10 by 12.5 feet with a maximum depth of 10 feet.
Excavation would be complicated by concrete conduits containing power lines
that run through the site. The chemical process would require an area of
approximately 75 by 75 feet and would be located near the site. The process
would require a temporary shelter to protect it from the weather.

Time frame. The time for treatment, excavation, and process setup should
take a maximum of approximately one month.

Spatial requirements. Excavation would require an area large enough for
the parking and operation of the excavation equipment. The area required for
the KPEG process would be approximately 75 by 75 feet.

> 1 > » i
-1 -" -l - - - - - i

ooy

ey

.



-

_ B o - L
-! -‘-”

_ - _ - - . : . . 2 4 "N i 3 H
N . . A {, e e - 0 d£ N X i
- - B ' ) : ' i a . . i B

U

5-21

Implementability. The KPEG chemical treatment process is a relatively
new process for treating PCB-contaminated soils, but it should be easy to
implement. However, a treatability study would be required prior to
implementation to confirm the process effectiveness on the site-specific soils.
The process equipment used for the pilot scale study would be adequate to handle
the quantity of soil at this site (Milicic, pers. com., 1989). The excavation
required at the site would be complicated by the presence of three concrete
conduits running through the site and by the concrete pad of the substation
which covers some of the contaminated soil. These complications should only
slightly increase the time for excavation. Testing the treated soil before
replacing it at the site would also add to the time required to complete
remediation, but it would not be an implementation problem. The disposal of
the liquid waste created from the treatment process would be handled by the
process operators who have experience dealing with these wastes. Overall, there

Ve e . EfT
appear to be no major implementation problems associated with the KPEG process.

5.2.5.3 Cost Evaluation

A cost of $183,100 was estimated for the implementation of the
Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration alternative on 60
cubic yards of contaminated soil. This estimate was based on information from
the Air Force IRP Pricing Guide (HMTC, 1986) and from the Galson Remediation
Corporation (Milicic, pers. com., 1989). These costs include regional cost
factors and health and safety factors where appropriate. The breakdown of the
cost is as follows:

Excavation $ 1,800
Treatment and Waste Handling 180,000
Backfilling 1,300
Total $183,100

5.2.6 Alternative 6: Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling

This alternative would include the excavation of soil with PCB concen-
trations greater than 25 mg/kg, the incineration of the excavated soil, and
backfilling the excavated area with clean fill. The extent of excavation would

‘#}L’
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be determined by using a field analytical method to measure PCB concentrations
in samples collected during excavation. The contaminated soil at the site

~would be removed and the PCBs destroyed in a rotary kiln incinerator. The
excavated area would then be backfilled with clean fill dirt.

-" - -v
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5.2.6.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts

-

The thermal treatment alternative involves the excavation and removal of
PCB-contaminated soil to a federally approved incinerator. The short period
of time required for excavation and removal (approximately one week) means that
this alternative can be effective quickly. The risk at the site would be
significantly reduced once the excavation and removal have been completed.
There would be an increase in dust from the PCB-contaminated soil during
excavation and staging. Workers would require protection from inhalation and
dermal contact with the contaminated soil. A federally approved incinerator
would be used so air quality impacts would be minimized by the use of an
emissions control system. There should be no significant adverse environ-
mental impacts from the incineration alternative.
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After the soils had been removed and incinerated, the PCB concentrations
at the site would be reduced to less than 25 ppm. The risk at the site would
be reduced to an acceptable level and there would be no need for any future
controls at the site. Incineration is a proven and reliable technology for
destroying PCBs. No long-term treatment or management of the residuals would
be required. The toxicity of the PCB-contaminated soil would be eliminated;
thus, the volume and mobility of waste would also be eliminated. The ash from
the incinerator, however, would still be considered hazardous and would be
handled by incinerator operators. The incineration alternative would be a
permanent and ultimate solution.
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5.2.6.2 Technical Feasibility
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This alternative first would involve the excavation of the contaminated
soil and its transportation off site to an approved incineration facility.
The excavation would be conducted using a backhoe for the majority of removal,

1

i
!‘ R ¢

[T



_,«ﬁ
- ‘ - ’

Tty

- ————
- \ -' ’

(3

-y

oo 5
b 1

—

- £

A

Ty

- "’ "(' -

)

-l ’

emeee s oo ]
2, "
- ’ - ‘ -

‘j !
- - .‘

[

5-24

the PCB-contaminated soil be put in barrels prior to incineration. The
distance to an incinerator and barrelling could make implementation of thermal
treatment more difficult.

5.2.6.3 Cost Evaluation

A cost of $292,100 was estimated for the implementation of the
Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling alternative. This cost
estimate is based on information from the Air Force IRP Pricing Guide (HMTC,
1986) and from the Ensco Incinerator facility in Eldorado, Arkansas (Eckart,
pers. com., 1989). These costs include regional cost factors and health and

safety cost factors, where appropriate. The breakdown of the cost is as
follows:

Excavation $ 1,800
Transportation 22,000
Incineration and Ash Handling 267,000
Backfilling 1,300
Total $292,100

5.2.7 Alternative 7: Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling

This alternative would include the excavation of soil with PCB
concentrations greater than 25 mg/kg, the disposal of the soil in a landfill,
and the backfilling of the area with clean fill. The extent of excavation
would be determined by using a field analytical method to measure PCB
concentrations in samples collected during excavation. The contaminated soil
would be removed from the site, thus reducing the on-site risk to acceptable
levels. The PCBs, however, would not be destroyed; the risk would be
transferred to the landfill where they would be stored.

5.2.7.1 Human Health and Environmental Impacts

The removal alternative can be very effective in a short period of time.
Excavation and removal can be completed in a week and all risks from the site
would be eliminated. There would be an increase in dust from the contami-
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The excavation would be conducted using a backhoe for the majority of removal,
but some hand excavation would also be required. There are conduits running
through the area to be excavated (approximately 10 feet by 12.5 feet by 10 feet
deep) that would complicate the operation. Some excavation under the concrete
pad of the electrical substation could also be required, possibly involving
shoring up these structures for support until the excavated area was filled
with clean fill dirt. The contaminated soil would have to be drummed prior to
transportation to the nearest federally approved incineration facility, which
does not accept bulk waste. This facility, in Eldorado, Arkansas, uses a
rotary kiln for incineration.

Size and configuration. The actual incineration would take place at an
off-site location, the area involved would be that required for excavation.
The area to be excavated would be approximately 10 by 12.5 feet with a maximum
depth of 10 feet. Excavation would be implemented using a backhoe and some
hand excavation. The excavation would be complicated by conduits containing
powerlines that run through the site. The excavated soil would be transported
to an incineration facility that meets the requirements of 40 CFR Part 761.70.

Time frame. The time frame for excavation and incineration is minimal
(approximately one week).

Spatial reguirements. The spatial requirements would be the same as for

excavation. The area required would be that used to park excavation and
hauling equipment.

Implementability. Excavation and incineration are commonly used for
treatment of PCB-contaminated soil. There are several contractors in Qhio who
handle PCB excavation and transportation. The excavation would be complicated
by the presence of conduits that run through the site and by the concrete pad
of the substation which covers some of the contaminated soil. These compli-
cations should only slightly increase the time for excavation. The
incineration of PCB-contaminated soil would require special equipment. The
distance to the nearest federally approved incinerator that handles PCB-
contaminated soil is unknown at this time. It is also normally required that
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nated soil during the excavation and staging period. Protection for workers
would be required to prevent dermal contact and inhalation of contaminated dust
during excavation. The removal alternative would not cause any significant
adverse environmental impacts.

After excavation was completed, the soil would contain less than 25 ppm
PCBs. The risk would be permanently reduced and there would be no need for
any controls at the site. The PCB-contaminated soil would be transported and
disposed of in a federally approved PCB landfill. Landfilling is a proven
technology and the likelihood of failure would be smail at an approved landfill.
At the site, the toxicity, mobility, and volume of contaminated soil would be
eliminated. However, on the whole, there would be no reduction in toxicity or
volume. The mobility would be reduced by proper landfilling.

5.2.7.2 Technical Feasibility

The removal alternative would involve the excavation of the contaminated
soil and its transportation off site to a federally approved landfill for
disposal. The excavation would be conducted using a backhoe for the majority
of the excavation with the remainder done by hand. The area to be excavated
is approximately 10 by 12.5 feet with a maximum depth of 10 feet. There are
conduits running through the site that would complicate the excavation. Some
excavation under the concrete pad of the electrical substation would also be
required. Shorings could be required to support the conduits and edge of the
concrete pad until the excavated soil was replaced with clean fill. The soil
would be hauled in covered semi-dump trailers to the nearest TSCA-approved
landfill in Emelle, Alabama for proper disposal.

Size and confiquration. The area to be excavated is approximately 10 by
12.5 feet. The maximum depth of excavation is 10 feet. Excavation would be
implemented using a backhoe and some hand excavation. The excavation would be
complicated by conduits containing powerlines that run through the site. The
excavated soil would be transported and landfilled at a Tandfill meeting the
requirements of 40 CFR Part 761.75.
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Time frame. The time frame to complete excavation would be minimal
(approximately one week).

Spatial requirements. The spatial requirements for excavation would be
small. The only area required would be that to park excavating and hauling
equipment.

Required permits and imposed limitations. The contractor would need to
have all the required permits for excavation, transportation, and landfiiling
of PCB-contaminated soils.

Implementability. Excavation and landfilling are widely used technologies
and there are several contractors in Ohio that handle PCB excavation and
disposal. It is a proven and reliable technology for cleaning up PCB spill
sites. The excavation would be complicated by the presence of conduits running
through the site and the concrete pad of the substation which covers some of
the contaminated soil. This complication should only slightly increase the
time for excavation. The location of a federally approved PCB landfill would
add more to the cost of the removal alternative than it would to the difficulty
of implementation. Overall, the removal alternative could be easily
implemented.

5.2.7.3 Cost Evaluation

A cost of $44,100 was estimated for the implementation of the
Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling alternative. This cost estimate is based
on information from the Air Force IRP Pricing Guide (HMTC, 1986). These costs
include regional cost factors and health and safety cost factors, where
appropriate. The breakdown of the cost is as follows: ‘

Excavation $ 1,800
Transportation 17,000
Disposal in Landfill 24,000
Backfilling 1,300
Total $ 44,100
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5.2.8 Conclusions

From the information gathered during the screening process, the Multi-
Media Soil Cap alternative and the In-Situ Solidification/Chemical Fixation
alternative were both found to be infeasible. The physical requirements for
finishing the edge of a cap cannot be met with the electrical substation
bordering the contaminated area. Both the capping and solidification
alternatives would make it impossible to access the conduits running through
the site without destroying either the cap or the integrity of the solidified
mass. Based on these implementability problems, discussion of these two
alternatives will not be continued in the detailed analysis phase of the FS
process.

The alternatives screened in the FS II phase are compared in Table 5-4.
The alternatives remaining for the detailed analysis include No Action,
Perimeter  Fencing, Excavation/KPEG  Chemical Treatment/Incineration,
Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling, and Excavation/Landfilling/
Backfilling. These remaining alternatives all appear feasible, while still
covering a range of actions and degrees of remediation.

5.3 DETAILED ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES

A detailed analysis will be performed for the following remedial
alternatives at the PCB site:

No Action
Perimeter Fencing
Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration
Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling
. Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling.

O O O O O

The detailed analysis will include a technical analysis, environmental
analysis, public health analysis, institutional analysis, and a cost analysis
for each alternative. The alternatives will then be compared for present worth
costs, health information, environmental effects, technical aspects, how well
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Table 5-4
Alternative Screening Summary

Remedial Level of Reduction Risk Technical Estinated
Alternative Mobility |Toxicity | VYoluae | Reduction Feasibility Cost Comnents

The no action alternative is retained as a
No Action None None None None NA NA baseline against which other alternatives
are compared.

Linits access to site, inexpensive, easily

Perimeter Fencing None None None Low Good $1,000 |implemented.
* Eliminated due to its poor technical 53
Multi-Media Soil Cap Mod-High | None None Mod Poor NA feasibility. o
00
* Elininated due to its poor technical .
In-Situ Solidification/ High None None Mod-High Poor NA feasibility.

Chemical Fixation

Excavation/KPEG Removes PCBs from site, destroys PCBs, high
Chemical Treatment/ High High High High Good $183,100 |[risk reduction, requires treatability study.

Backfilling/Incineration

Removes PCBs from site, destroys PCBs, high
Excavation/Rotary Kiln High High Mod High Good $292,100 |risk reduction.
Incineration/Backfilling

Removes PCBs from site, high risk reduction
Excavation/Landfilling/ Mod-High | None None High Good $44,100 |at site but creates risk at landfill.
Backfilling (at site)

+ = Alternatives that were elininated during the screening process
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the alternatives meet technical requirements and environmental regulations,
community effects, and any other pertinent factors that may affect
implementability or influence which alternative is selected.

5.3.1 Detailed Analysis of the No Action Alternative

The no action alternative remains in the FS proceés to serve as a baseline
against which the other alternatives can be compared.

5.3.1.1 Technical Analysis for the No Action Alternative
A technical analysis for the no action alternative is not applicable.
5.3.1.2 Environmental Analysis for the No Action Alternative

Under the no action alternative the site would remain in its current
state. Concentrations of PCBs as high as 700 mg/kg were found near Substation
23. The source of the PCBs at Site 3 was the result of a "one-time" spill from
a leaking valve on a transformer at the substation, in January .1983. The
quantity of contaminants at the site should not increase any further. There
are approximately 60 cubic yards of contaminated soil at the site but the
quantity of soil with PCB concentrations above 25 mg/kg is not completely
defined.

PCBs are very persistent in the environment and have a high affinity for
soils. The two potential exposure pathways at the site are the inhalation of
dust particles containing PCBs and dermal exposure by direct contact with the
contaminated soil. If no action were taken at the site, these two exposure
pathways would remain. PCBs have low water solubility, high affinity for
soils, and resistance to biodegradation, which make natural dispersion of the
contaminants very slow.

5.3.1.3 Public Health Analysis for the No Action Alternative
The contaminant found at AF Plant 85 Site 3 is the PCB Aroclor 1260. A
total of 35 soil samples were collected from the site and the PCB concentra-



5-30

tions ranged from no detection to 700 mg/kg. Five of the samples near the
substation had concentrations ranging from 147 mg/kg to 700 mg/kg. The
remaining 30 samp¥es ranged from no detection to 24 mg/kg, with eight samples
being no detection.

PCBs are very persistent in the environment and they have a high affinity
for soils and Tow water solubility. The EPA weight-of-evidence category for
PCBs is Group B2, a probable human carcinogen, indicating that there is
sufficient evidence of carcinogenicity in animals, with inadequate evidence
of carcinogenicity in humans (SPHEM, 1986). In humans exposed to PCBs,
reported adverse effects include chloracne, impairment of liver function, a
variety of neurobehavioral and affective symptoms, menstrual disorders, minor
birth *abnormalities, and probably increased incidence of cancer (Clement
Associates, 1985).:

The potential exposure routes on site include inhalation of PCB-
contaminated dust and dermal exposure by direct contact with the soil. The
contaminated area is well within Plant boundaries so its access is restricted.
This Timits the potentially affected population to the Plant personnel working
on or near the contaminated area.

The inhalation exposure route and dermal contact exposure route would be
present at Site 3 under the no action alternative. The PCB concentrations at
the site present health risks to the exposed population. The acceptable PCB
dose for short-term exposure for a 70 kg person that represents a 1078 cancer
risk is 0.0133 mg/day (AGWSE, 1989). At a PCB concentration of 700 mg/kg in
the soil, a person ingesting and/or inhaling 19 mg/day of the soil would be at
the acceptable level. Any amount greater than this would put the person at a
108 cancer risk. The acceptable dose for long-term exposure at a 10°® cancer
risk is 1.61 x 10°® mg/day (AGWSE, 1989). At a PCB concentration of 700 mg/kg
in the soil, a 70 kg person inhaling and/or ingesting 0.023 mg/day over their
lifetime will be at a 10® cancer risk. Ingestion of soil has not been
discussed as an exposure pathway because it is usually considered to apply only
to small children; however, under certain working conditions, it could apply
to the exposed population at Plant 85.
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5.3.1.4 Institutional Analysis for the No Action Alternative

No Permits would be required with the no action alternative.

5.3.1.5 Cost Analysis for the No Action Alternative

There would be no costs associated with the no action alternative.

5.3.2 Detailed Analysis of the Perimeter Fencing Alternative

5.3.2.1 Technical Analysis of the Perimeter Fencing Alternative

5.3.2.1.1 Performance Appraisal. The non-cleanup action alternative
would be effective in limiting the access to the area contaminated by the PCBs.
It would a]so be effective in warning those that must enter the contaminated
area that they should acquire the appropriate safety equipment prior to
entering the area.

5.3.2.1.2 Compliance with ARARs. The fencing alternative would not
comply with the ARAR requiring the cleanup of PCB-contaminated soil to a
concentration of less than 25 mg/kg. The non-cleanup alternative would not
attempt to reduce the toxicity, mobility, or volume of contaminants at this
site.

5.3.2.1.3 Site/Waste Conditions. There would be no special site or waste
conditions that would affect the ability of the fence to prevent access to the
site. The fence should require minimal to no maintenance.

5.3.2.1.4 Alternative Results. This alternative would not reduce the
toxicity, mobility, or volume of contaminated soil and thus the potential would
exist for continued migration of the PCBs throughout the soil in the area of
the electrical substation.

5.3.2.1.5 Health and Safety Requirements. The safety requirements for
the installation of the fence would include practices to minimize dust




5-32

production and the inhalation of dust particles by workers. PCBs have a strong
adherence to soil so dust masks or respirators should be adequate protection
for workers installing the fence.

5.3.2.2 Environmental Analysis for the Perimeter Fencing Alternative

The non-cleanup alternative would not address the PCB-contaminated soil
with any type of remedial measure; thus, it would not provide any protection
for the environment. The non-cleanup alternative would provide minimal short-
term protection to public health and welfare by limiting access to the area and
making the public aware of the problem.

The only pathway of contamination addressed by the fencing alternative
would be the direct contact pathway, which would be the major pathway of
concern. Fencing the perimeter of the contaminated area would only be a
temporary obstruction of the pathway, since the PCBs could eventually migrate
beyond the fence. The other pathway of concern, the inhalation of PCB-
contaminated dust particles or vapors, would not be addressed by the non-
cleanup alternative.

Although the perimeter fencing alternative would not address the PCB-
contaminated soil directly, it still would have some beneficial effects at the
site. The most beneficial effects would be 1imiting access to the contaminated
area and posting the area to make the public aware of the problem so that, if
access to the area is required, the proper protective measures could be taken.
Implementing the fencing alternative would not create any additional adverse
effects at the site.

A1l risks at the site would remain under the fencing alternative. The
PCBs at the site would continue to slowly migrate both vertically and horizon-
tally in the soil. The potential for release into the atmosphere would also
continue at the site. The direct contact and inhalation exposure pathways
would still be present. The non-cieanup alternative would reduce the potential
for direct contact by limiting access to the contaminated area, but it would

not eliminate it. The current threat to human health and the environment would
remain.
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5.3.2.3 Public Health Analysis for the Perimeter Fencing Alternative

The installation of a security fence around the contaminated soil and
posting the site as a PCB-contaminated area would provide a slight health risk
reduction. By limiting access to the site, there would be less possibility for
direct contact or ingestion of the highly contaminated soils. The risk from
the inhalation pathway would not be reduced at all by this alternative. The
risk reduction would be short-term and only slight since the migration of the
PCBs would continue beyond the fenced area and the contaminants would still be
present at the site.

The greatest benefit of fencing and posting the area would be in making
the potentially exposed population aware that the site is contaminated with
PCBs. Thus, if access to the area would be required, the proper safety
precautions could be taken. Overall, there would only be a slight short-term
risk reduction and no reduction in the mobility, toxicity, and volume of
contaminants at the site.

5.3.2.4 Institutional Analysis for the Perimeter Fencing Alternative

No permits would be requireé with the perimeter féncing alternative.
5.3.2.5 Cost Analysis for the Perimeter Fencing Alternative

5.3.2.5.1 Estimation of Costs. The cost of materials and installation
of a 6-foot chain 1link fence topped with 3 strands of barbed wire and one walk-

through gate to surround a 10 by 12.5-foot area was estimated at $1,000 (Aspen
Fence Co., Denver).

5.3.2.5.2 Present Worth Analysis. The fencing alternative would have
direct capital costs, but no annual operating or maintenance costs. The
installation of a fence could be completed in less than a week, and once
installation was complete, there would be no further costs associated with this
alternative. Thus, the present worth cost for this alternative would be
$1,000.
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5.3.2.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis. The cost estimate for the fencing
alternative is not sensitive to any assumptions or parameters at the site.
There would be a minimal amount of material, labor, and time involved in the
construction of a fence. The cost estimate provided above should be stable.

5.3.3 Detailed Analysis of the Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/
Backfilling/Incineration Alternative

5.3.3.1 Technical Analysis of the Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/
Backfilling/Incineration Alternative

5.3.3.1.1 Performance Appraisal. The intended function of the KPEG
chemical treatment alternative would be the chemical treatment of the PCB-
contaminated soils. The KPEG process has been proven effective in reducing
PCB concentrations in soils from initial contaminant levels as high as 700
mg/kg down to levels less than 10 mg/kg. The treated soil is clean enough to
be placed back into the excavated area without causing any harm to the
environment or human health. The KPEG process is very effective in removing
the PCBs from soil and reducing their toxicity.

5.3.3.1.2 Compliance with ARARs. The KPEG alternative would meet the
ARAR that requires cleanup of the PCB-contaminated soil to less than 25 mg/kg.
A1l the soil with PCB concentrations greater than or equal to 25 mg/kg would
be excavated and treated. After treatment, the treated soil could be placed
into the excavated area. The PCB concentrations would be reduced to less than
10 mg/kg, and the risk to human health and the environment would have been
greatly reduced.

5.3.3.1.3 Site Waste Conditions. There would be some special site
conditions that would complicate the excavation but should not affect the
performance of the KPEG chemical treatment alternative. There is a concrete
conduit and possibly some metal conduits running through the site and a
concrete pad at the edge of the site. The conduits would have to be located
prior to excavation. It is assumed that the soil beneath the edge of the
concrete pad and below the conduits is contaminated. The excavation around
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these structures would probably require shoring to support them until the
excavated area was filled with clean fill. Another problem at the site is that
the extent of contamination in the soil is not well defined. This would
require semi-quantitative field testing of the soil to determine PCB levels,
which would establish the boundaries of the excavation. These special site
conditions would add to the time required for implementation but would not
affect the performance of the chemical treatment alternative.

5.3.3.1.4 Operating Requirements. The KPEG process would require the
use of specialized equipment. The pilot-scale KPEG process equipment used by
Galson Remediation Corporation would be applicable for the quantity of soil
requiring treatment at this site (Milicic, per. com., 1989). Experienced
operators for this equipment would also be required to ensure efficient and
effective operation of the system. The pilot-scale equipment has been proven
effective in treating PCB-contaminated soils at other sites.

5.3.3.1.5 Storage and Transportation. A temporary storage area for the
excavated soil would be required for storing the soil prior to treatment. The
soil could be stored in barrels or on a lined and covered pad to prevent
infiltration into soil or dust production.' The time required for storage
should be less than four weeks.

5.3.3.1.6 Alternative Results. The KPEG alternative would result in
permanently treated soil. It would produce a liquid waste by-product which is
normally disposed of through incineration. This alternative would minimize the
PCB soil concentrations and destroy the contaminants removed from the soil.
The greatly reduced soil concentrations of PCBs would minimize the potential
for any future risks to human health and the environment.

5.3.3.1.7 Health and Safety Requirements. The implementation of the KPEG
alternative would cause an increase in dust and require workers to handle the
contaminated soil. Thus, workers would be required to wear protective clothing
to prevent dermal contact and respirators to prevent inhalation. The treatment
process would involve the use of various chemicals and the production of a
liquid waste. Safety precautions for handling these chemicals along with
safeguards for containing possible spills would also be required.
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5.3.3.2 Environmental Analysis for the Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/
Backfilling/Incineration Alternative

The KPEG chemical treatment alternative should prevent any further damage
to the environment and should provide protection to public health and welfare.
The contaminated soil would be excavated and then treated using the KPEG
process. The PCBs would be dechlorinated and separated from the soil. The
residual from the KPEG process would be treated further for complete
destruction.

This alternative would also address all pathways by removing the
contaminants from the site. The treated soil could be placed into the
excavated area and the problems of the site would be eliminated.

The beneficial effect of the KPEG alternative would be the complete and
final solution to the PCB-contaminated soil problem at the site. This
alternative also would have some adverse effects. The excavation of the soil
would create dust and require workers to handle it, but with the use of proper
safety equipment this problem could be eliminated. The KPEG process would
require the use of chemical reagents which means there would be the potential
for spills. These would require safe handling procedures to prevent harm to
human health and the environment. The KPEG process would produce a liquid
waste which would require transportation to a treatment facility for further
treatment. This would require the use of proper containers and procedures for
the transportation of hazardous waste.

The KPEG alternative would reduce the PCB levels at the site to levels
less than 25 mg/kg. The original soil could be placed into the excavated area
at its original contour. The low PCB concentrations remaining at the site will

be at levels that present an acceptable risk to human health and the
environment.
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5.3.3.3 Public Health Analysis for the Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/
Backfilling/Incineration Alternative

This removal and treatment alternative would provide a high health risk
reduction. A1l the soil with PCB concentrations at or above 25 mg/kg would be
treated using the KPEG process, which means contaminant levels would be reduced
to 1/28th of the known h{éh value of 700 hd}kg{ ‘Under these conditions a 70
kg person would have to inhale/ingest 532 mg/day for the short-term exposure
1070 cancer risk level and 0.64 mg/day for the long-term exposure 1076 cancer
risk level. This is a significant reduction in the risk to public health.

By removing and treating the contaminants, this alternative would provide
reduction in mobility, toxicity, and volume. It could be implemented in a
short time frame and its beneficial health effects could thus be recognized
quickly. However, the chemical treatment alternative would not completely
eliminate the risk at the site. PCB concentrations up to 25 mg/kg would remain
at the site and a slight, acceptable risk would remain.

5.3.3.4 Institutional Analysis for the Excavation/KPEG Treatment/Backfilling/
Incineration Alternative

Permitting for this remedial treatment would not be required under
federal, state, regional, and local laws. However, Tlicensing of the
subcontractor performing the treatment, and subsequent transportation of the
waste residue and of the incineration facility would be required. A1l DOT
regulations would need to be followed for transportation of the waste including
labeling, marking, placarding, use of proper containers, and reporting spills.
The transporter would also be required to obtain an EPA Identification Number
prior to transportation of the waste and to transport only waste which is
accompanied by a manifest signed by the generator of the waste.

In addition to the above regulations, the city of Columbus, Ohio would
require that the Fire Department be notified prior to transportation of the
waste if the intended transportation route is within Columbus city limits.

©
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5.3.3.5 Cost Analysis for the Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/
Backfilling/Incineration Alternative

5.3.3.5.1 Estimation of Costs. The estimated cost for this alternative
was based on approximately 60 cubic yards of contaminated soil and determined
using a combination of references for the various actions of the alternative.
The references are listed with the cost breakdown below:

Treatability Study $ 17,000 (Milicic, pers. com., 1989)
Excavation 2,500 (CECOS Inc., 3/89)

Field Sampling and Analysis 2,000 (Marsh, Ianniello, 1988)
Treatment and Process

Waste Handling 180,000 (Milicic, pers. com., 1989)
Laboratory Analysis 2,000 (Brack, pers. com., 1989)
Backfilling 1,200 (HMTC, 1986)

TOTAL $204,700

The estimate for the field sampling and analysis was based on using the
Kwik-Skrene Analytical Testing System for 35 samples. Laboratory analysis
would be required to confirm the results of the field analysis and used to
check the treated soil for PCB removal. The estimate for the laboratory
analysis was based on a total of 20 samples. '

5.3.3.5.2 Present Worth Analysis. The on-site chemical treatment
alternative would have no annual operating or maintenance cost or any other
future costs. The alternative could be implemented and completed in under a
month, and once the treatment was completed, there would be no further actions
required at the site. Because this alternative would be completed in a short
time period, the present worth cost is the same as the above estimated cost of
$204,700.

5.3.3.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis. The key parameter affecting costs at
this site would be the quantity of soil requiring removal and treatment. All
cost estimates were based on an estimate of 60 cubic yards. The major cost of
this alternative would be the mobilization, demobilization, set-up, take-down,
and rental costs of the equipment required in the treatment process. This
would make the cost of this alternative less sensitive to the quantity of soil
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requiring treatment. The excavation and backfilling costs would decrease with
a reduction in soil removal, but this will not significantly affect the cost.
Overall, a 50% reduction in soil requiring treatment could lower the cost about
20 to 25%. '

~ Another factor that could affect cost for this alternative would be the
ability of the KPEG process to treat this site-specific soil. This would be
determined in the treatability study and could add to the price of this
alternative.

5.3.4 Detailed Analysis of the Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/
Backfilling Alternative

5.3.4.1 Technical Analysis of the Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/
Backfilling Alternative

5.3.4.1.1 Performance Appraisal. The intended function of the rotary
kiln incineration alternative would be the removal and complete destruction of
the PCB-contaminated soil. Incineration is a proven and reliable technology
for destroying PCBs that can be implemented over a short period of time.
Incineration is a very effective and permanent solution.

5.3.4.1.2 Compliance with ARARs. The rotary kiln incineration alter-
native would comply with the ARAR requiring the cleanup of PCB-contaminated
soil to less than 25 mg/kg. A1l soil with PCB concentrations at or above 25
mg/kg would be excavated and transported to an approved incineration facility
for destruction. The risk at the site would be greatly reduced and there would
be no need for any further controls at the site.

5.3.4.1.3 Site/Waste Conditions. Again, as stated in 5.3.3.1.3, there
would be some special site conditions that would complicate the excavation of
the contaminated soil. These conditions would only add to the time required

for excavation but would not affect the performance of the incineration
alternative.
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5.3.4.1.4 Operating Requirements. This alternative would have no special
operation, maintenance, or monitoring requirements. The excavation of
contaminated soils is a common practice and an off-site incinerator with
experienced operators would be used.

5.3.4.1.5 Off-Site Facilities. The nearest incinerator that is approved
to handle PCB-contaminated soils is the ENSCO incinerator in Eldorado,
Arkansas. This is a rotary kiln incinerator that has had much experience with
the incineration of PCBs. The incinerator will only accept containerized waste
so the contaminated soils would have to be drummed. The incinerated soil or
ash would be handled by ENSCO. They would stabilize the ash and then dispose
of it in Chemical Waste Management's Emelle, Alabama landfill.

5.3.4.1.6 Storage and Transportation. The incineration alternative
should not require any temporary storage for the excavated soil. The soil
would be placed in Department of Transportation (DOT) approved drums and hauled
by truck to the ENSCO incinerator in Eldorado, Arkansas.

5.3.4.1.7 Alternative Results. The rotary kiln incineration alter-
native would be a permanent solution that destroys the contaminants. It would

significantly reduce any further threat to human health and the environment
from the site.

5.3.4.1.8 Health and Safety Requirements. The implementation of the
incineration alternative would create an increase in dust on site. Workers
would need to handle the contaminated soil, requiring them to wear respirators
and protective clothing to prevent dermal contact. The excavated soil would
be transported in a way that meets all federal and local regulations for the
transport of hazardous waste. The incineration facility would be informed of
what the waste contains so they would be prepared to handle it.

5.3.4.2 Environmental Analysis for the Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/
Backfilling Alternative

The incineration alternative would prevent any further damage to the
environment while protecting human health and welfare. A1l soil with PCB
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concentrations at or above 25 mg/kg would be removed from the site and
destroyed. Incineration is a proven technology for destroying PCBs in soils.

This alternative would address all pathways of concern by removing the
contaminants. The contaminated soil would be excavated and removed from the

~ site and replaced with clean fill to the original site contours. _The problems

at the site would be greatly reduced.

5.3.4.3 Public Health Analysis for the Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/
Backfilling Alternative

This removal and incinerator alternative would provide a high public
health risk reduction. All contaminated soil with PCB concentrations at or
above 25 mg/kg would be excavated and incinerated. This alternative would
reduce the contaminant concentrations to 1/28th of the known high value of 700
mg/kg. Thus, the short-term and long-term exposure dosages for the 107% cancer
risk level would increase 28 times from the no action dosages to 532 mg/day and
0.64 mg/day, respectively. This would mean a significant reduction in risk to
public health.

By removing and destroying the contaminants by incineration, this
alternative would provide a reduction in the mobility, toxicity, and volume of
PCBs at the site. This alternative could be implemented in a short period of
time; thus the risk reduction could be realized quickly. The incineration
alternative would not eliminate all risk at the site. PCB concentrations up
to 25 mg/kg would remain at the site, meaning a slight, acceptable risk would
also remain.

5.3.4.4 Institutional Analysis for the Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/
Backfilling Alternative

Permitting for this remedial treatment would not be required under
federal, state, regional, and local laws. However, Ticensing of the subcon-
tractor performing the excavation and transportation of the waste and the
incineration facility would be required. Al1 DOT regulations would need to be
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followed for transportation of the waste including Tlabeling, marking,
placarding, use of proper containers, and reporting spills. The transporter
would also be required to obtain an EPA Identification Number prior to
transportation of the waste and to transport only waste accompanied by a
manifest signed by the generator of the waste.

In addition to the above regulations, the city of Columbus, Ohio would
require that the Fire Department be notified prior to transportation of the
waste if the intended transportation route is within Columbus city limits.

5.3.4.5 Cost Analysis for the Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/
Backfilling Alternative

5.3.4.5.1 Estimation of Costs. The estimated cost for this alternative
was based on approximately 60 cubic yards of contaminated soil and determined
using various references for each action of the alternative. The estimated
cost breakdown and references used are listed below:

Excavation ' $ 2,500 (CECOS Inc., 1989)

Drums 9,000 (Denver Barrel and Drum, 1989)
Field Sampling and

Analysis 2,000 (Marsh Ianniello, 1988)
Transportation 9,000 (CECOS Inc., 1989)
Incineration and Ash

Handling 267,000 (Eckhart, pers. com., 1989)
Laboratory Analysis 1,500 (Brack, pers. com., 1989)
Backfilling 1,200 (HMTC, 1986)

TOTAL $292,200

The field sampling and analysis cost was based on the use of the Kwik-
Skrene Analytical Testing System for 35 samples. Laboratory analysis would be
required to confirm the field analysis.

5.3.4.5.2 Present Worth Analysis. The incineration alternative would
have no annual operating or maintenance cost or any other future costs. This
alternative could be implemented and completed within a week, and once
completed, there would be no further actions required at the site. Thus, the
present worth cost would the same as the estimated cost of $292,200.
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5.3.4.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis. The key parameter that would affect
costs at the PCB Spill Site would be the amount of soil to be incinerated.
Therefore, if it was found that only 50 cubic yards of soil required
incineration, the cost of this alternative would be cut to approximately
$244,000.

5.3.5 Detailed Analysis of the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling

Alternative

5.3.5.1 Technical Analysis of the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling
Alternative

5.3.5.1.1 Performance Appraisal. The intended function of ‘the
landfilling alternative would be to remove the PCB-contaminated soil from the
site and dispose of it in a federally approved landfill. Landfilling is an
effective and proven technology and the use of a federally approved landfill -
would reduce the risk of landfill failure.

5.3.5.1.2 Compliance with ARARs. The 1landfilling alternative would
comply with the ARAR requiring the cleanup of the PCB-contaminated soil to
concentrations less than 25 mg/kg. All soil with PCB concentrations of 25
mg/kg or greater would be excavated and landfilled. This would minimize
migration and the risk to public health and the environment.

5.3.5.1.3 Site/Waste Conditions. Again, as stated in 5.3.3.1.3, there
would be some special site conditions that would complicate the excavation of
the contaminated soil. However, these conditions would only add to the time
required to complete the excavation and would not affect the performance of
the landfilling alternative.

5.3.5.1.4 Operating Requirements. Excavation of contaminated soil and
the subsequent landfilling of the excavated material is a common practice.
This alternative would require no special equipment, operation, maintenance,
or monitoring.
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5.3.5.1.5 O0ff-Site Facilities. The nearest landfill that accepts PCB-

contaminated soils is Chemical Waste Management's Emelle, Alabama landfill.

They meet all requirements and regulations for landfilling PCBs and have
experience in handling PCB-contaminated wastes.

5.3.5.1.6 Storage and Transportation. This alternative would not require
any temporary storage. The excavated soil would be placed directly into dump
trailers, covered, and hauled to the Emelle, Alabama landfill.

5.3.5.1.7 Alternative Results. The 1landfilling alternative would
minimize all risks at the site itself but there would be no reduction in the
waste volume or toxicity. By placing the soils in a landfill, their
contaminant mobility would be reduced and the potential for future releases to
the environment would also be reduced.

5.3.5.1.8 Health and Safety Requirements. The implementation of the
landfilling alternative would require similar safety requirements as the other
alternative utilizing excavation. The excavation would cause an increase in
dust and require workers to handle the contaminated soil. Thus, they would
need to wear protective clothing to prevent dermal contact and respirators to
prevent the inhalation of contaminated dust. The excavated soil would be
transported to a federally approved landfill in a way that meets all federal
and local regulations for the transport of hazardous waste. The landfill would
be informed of the waste constituents in order to handle it properly.

5.3.5.2 Environmental Analysis for the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling
Alternative

The landfilling alternative would prevent any further damage to the
environment and provide protection for public health and welfare at the site.
The PCB-contaminated soil would be excavated and traﬁsported to a landfill for
disposal. There would still be the potential for the PCB-contaminated soil to
cause damage to the environment and human health at the landfill, but it would
be greatly decreased by reducing the mobility of the contaminants.
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At the site, this alternative would address all contaminant pathways by
removing the contaminant. Once excavation was complete, the problems at the
site would be greatly reduced.

The beneficial effect of the landfilling alternative would be the complete

~and final solution to the problem at the site. This alternative also would ..

have some adverse effects. The excavation and removal of the contaminated soil
would create dust and would require the handling and transportation of
hazardous waste. These problems could be mitigated by the use of proper safety
equipment and handling methods along with the use of the appropriate containers
for transportation. Another adverse effect of this alternative would be that
landfilling the material would not reduce toxicity or volume of the
contaminants but only reduces their mobility. There would always be the
potential for landfill failure and damage to the environment and human health.
By using an approved landfill, this potential for damage would be minimized.

The landfilling alternative would reduce the PCB levels at the site to
levels less than 25 mg/kg. The problems at the site would be eliminated but
there would still be a potential for harm to the environment and human health
from the landfilled material.

5.3.5.3 Public Health Analysis for the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling
Alternative

The landfilling alternative would provide a high public health risk
reduction at the site. ATl soil with PCB concentrations at or above 25 mg/kg
would be excavated and landfilled. This alternative would reduce the
contaminant levels at the site to 1/28th of the known high concentration of
700 mg/kg, meaning that the short-term and long-term exposure dosages for the
10® cancer risk level will increase 28 times from those of the no action
alternative. The short-term exposure dosage would increase from 19 mg/day for
the no action alternative to 532 mg/day for the landfilling alternative. The
long-term exposure dosage would increase from 0.023 mg/day to 0.644 mg/day.
This would mean a significant risk reduction at the site. The public health
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risk would be reduced to an acceptable level but would not be eliminated since
concentrations of PCBs in the soil of up to 25 mg/kg would remain.

The excavation/landfilling/backfilling alternative would provide a
significant risk reduction at the site. On the whole, however, this
alternative only reduces mobility. The contaminated soils would be placed in
a landfill where the toxicity and volume of contaminants would still be
present. This means the risks that were present at the PCB Spill Site would
now be present at the landfill. Overall, the public health risk would still
reduced, although not significantly, by reducing mobility and access to the
PCB-contaminated soil.

5.3.5.4 Institutional Analysis for the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling
Alternative

Permitting for this remedial treatment would not be required under
federal, state, regional, and Tlocal laws. However, 1licensing of the
subcontractor performing the excavation and transportation of the waste and of
the landfill facility would be required. A1l DOT regulations would need to be
followed for transportation of the waste including 1labeling, marking,
placarding, use of proper containers, and reporting spills. The transporter
would also be required to obtain an EPA Identification Number prior to
transportation of the waste and to transport only waste accompanied by a
manifest signed by the generator of the waste.

In addition to the above regulations, the city of Columbus, Ohio would
require that the Fire Department be notified prior to transportation of the
waste if the intended transportation route is within Columbus city limits.

5.3.5.5 Cost Analysis for the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative

5.3.5.5.1 Cost Estimation. The estimated cost for this alternative was
based on approximately 60 cubic yards of contaminated soil and determined using
various references for each stage of the alternative. The estimated cost
breakdown and references used are listed below:
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Excavation $ 2,500 (CECOS Inc., 1989)
Field Sampling and
Analysis 2,000 (Marsh Ianniello, 1988)
Transportation 7,800 (CECOS Inc., 1989)
Disposal in Landfill 16,200 (CECOS Inc., 1989)
Laboratory Analysis 1,500 (Brack, pers. com., 1989)

Backfilling 1,200 (HMTC, 1986)

TOTAL $31,200

The field sampling analysis cost was based on the use of the Kwik-Skrene
Analytical Testing System for 35 samples. Laboratory analysis would be
required to confirm the results of the field analysis.

5.3.5.5.2 Present Worth Analysis. The landfilling alternative would have
no future costs of any kind. This alternative could be implemented and
completed within a week. Upon completion of the alternative, there would be
no further action required at the site. Because of the short implementation
time, the present worth cost is $31,200, the same as the above estimated cost.

5.3.5.5.3 Sensitivity Analysis. The key parameter that would affect cost
at this site would be the amount of soil requiring landfilling. All cost
estimates were based on an estimate of 60 cubic yards of contaminated soil.
The cost of this alternative would have almost a direct relationship to the
amount of soil requiring landfilling. Therefore, if the amount of contaminated
soil were found to be only 50 yards, the cost would be about 83% of the above
estimated cost. If it were found that only 30 yards are contaminated, the cost
would be about 50% of the abpve estimated cost.

5.3.6 Comparison of Alternatives

The five remaining alternatives will be compared using the results of the
technical, environmental, public health, institutional, and economic analysis.
This comparison of alternatives is presented in Table 5-5. The no action
alternative is presented as a baseline against which the other alternatives can
be compared.
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There would be no costs associated with the no action alternative, thus
making it the least expensive alternative. The incineration alternative would
be the most expensive alternative, with an estimated present worth cost of
$292,100, followed by the KPEG chemical treatment alternative at $204,700.
The landfilling alternative would be next at $31,200 and finally, the fencing
alternative at $1,000. : : -

The KPEG chemical treatment alternative, the incineration alternative,
and the landfill alternative all would have the same health effects at the
site. Overall, the chemical treatment and incineration alternatives would
provide the most beneficial health effects. The fencing alternative and the
no action alternative would provide little to no health benefits.

The environmental effects would be similar to the health analysis in that
the most beneficial environmental effects would be provided by the chemical
treatment and incineration alternatives with the chemical treatment providing
the highest reduction in volume of contaminated soil. The landfill alternative
would be the next best, followed by the fencing alternative and then the no
action alternative.

In terms of technical aspects, all four of the action alternatives would
be effective and are proven in producing their expected results. The KPEG
process, however, is a relatively new process and has had lTimited experience
with PCB cleanup. Although this limited experience has shown it to be very
effective in treating PCB-contaminated soils, a treatability study would be
required for this alternative to determine the potential effectiveness of the
KPEG process at this site. Of these four, all but the fencing alternative
would meet the cleanup requirements at the site. The chemical treatment,
incineration, and landfilling alternatives all would have the same probiem with
excavation at the site due to the underground conduits. The chemical treatment
alternative would require the mobilization and set-up of a treatment process
on site. These three alternatives would all require the use of an off-site
facility. The KPEG chemical treatment alternative and the incineration
alternative would produce the most favorable results by completely destroying
the PCBs.
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The no action and fencing alternatives would create no additional risks
at the site but they would not address the current risks at the site. These
alternatives would probably not be accepted by an affected community. The
chemical treatment, incineration, and landfilling alternatives all temporarily
would increase risk to the community but, overall, they would provide
significant long-term risk reduction at the site. The chemical treatment and
incineration alternatives would completely destroy the PCBs and therefore would
most likely be favored by the community. However, the relatively low costs
associated with the landfilling alternative would make this alternative the
most attractive.

gy

.. I..' -,.>_ . -N_,_ - .r . = -___.; -_ . a - - -_ ca - - - -t

-) { . -’ -1 -
. ot !l’ 1 Nt st} [ wraniten o vemeny']




sl B K M B ol o oF BN opr o ax BN BN OB BN BN R

6.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

This section presents the recommendations and the rationale for placing
each of the six AF Plant 85 sites into one of the three categories developed
by the Air Force for the IRP program. These categories are defined as follows:

1. Category 1: Sites and/or operable units where no further
IRP action (including remedial action) 1is required.
Existing data for these sites are considered sufficient to
determine no significant impact on human health or the
environment.

2. Category 2: Sites and/or operable units requiring
additional IRP effort to 1) determine the MTV of detected
contaminants, 2) evaluate human health and environmental
risks associated with each contaminant, and 3) conduct the
detailed evaluation of remedial alternatives.

3. Category 3: Sites and/or dperable units where the
Feasibility Study process has been completed (i.e.,
selection of remedial alternative).

Recommendations were developed based on information gathered during IRP
Phase 1; Phase 2, Stage 1; and RI/FS, Stage 2 investigations of the six Plant
85 sites. The PCB Spill Site was the only site to be placed into Category 3
and will be discussed first. The Fire Department Training Area has been
designated as a Category-z site and will be discussed second. The remaining
sites (Mason's Run, James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Area, Turkey Run, and
the Perimeter Wells) have all been classified as Category 1.

6.1 RECOMMENDA NﬂuRjFIONALE FOR CATEGORY 3 SITE: PCB SPILL SITE

(SITE 3) /,D\/Q

Site 3, ranked the number 1 concern in Section 4.2, is the location of a
PCB spill which occurred at Substation 23, Transformer P-27, in January 1983.
Transformer oil leaked onto the soil on the south side of the substation.
Investigation of this site revealed PCB concentrations in the soil as high as
700 mg/kg. The complete extent of contamination is still unknown but it is
estimated that approximately 60 cubic yards of soil are contaminated. This
site was characterized as a Category 3 site and a feasibility study was con-
ducted. The results of and recommendations based upon this study are discussed
in the remainder of this subsection.
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Phases I and II of the FS process produced five alternatives for the
detailed analysis in Phase III. These alternatives include the No Action
Alternative, the Perimeter Fencing Alternative, the Excavation/KPEG Chemical
Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alternative, the Excavation/Rotary Kiln
Incineration/Backfilling Alternative, and the Excavation/Landfilling/Back-
filling Alternative. A summary of results from the detailed analysis and a
comparison of these results can be seen in Table 5-5.

From the information obtained during the feasibility study, two possible
alternatives emerged for the recommended action at Site 3: the Excavation/
KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alternative, which represents
the current legislative preference in SARA for treatment and destruction of
contaminants, and the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative, which
represents the more traditional alternative under CERCLA for the conditions at
this site. Both of these alternatives would have similar beneficial on-site
results.

The Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alterna-
tive would involve the excavation of all soil with PCB concentrations at or
~above 25 mg/kg. The excavated soil would then be treated using the KPEG

.. process, which has been proven effective in reducing PCB concentrations in soil

to less than 10 mg/kg. The treated soil would then be replaced into the
excavated area. Finally, the liquid waste from the treatment process would be
incinerated.

The chemical treatment alternative would provide a significant reduction
in risk at the site. The PCB concentrations would be reduced to 1/28th of the
highest known concentration. The ARARs would be met by this alternative and
the PCBs removed from the soil would be permanently destroyed.

This is a relatively new process but it has been proven effective in the
field at this scale of operation. A treatability study would be required to
determine reaction rates, PCB-removal efficiency, and reagent recovery. The
operation of an on-site chemical process would introduce the possibility of a

chemical spill and safety precautions would need to be taken to prevent and
contain spills.
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The Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative would provide on-site
results similar to the chemical treatment alternative, but at a much Tower
cost: $31,200 as compared to $204,700 for chemical treatment. The small
quantity of soil requiring landfilling would also make this alternative
attractive since landfilling would not reduce the volume of contaminants. The
only drawback of this alternative would be that the PCBs would not be destroyed
and thus there would be a risk present at the landfill from these contaminants.
This risk could be minimized by utilizing an approved landfill which should
eliminate access to the contaminants and minimize their mobility.

The No Action and Perimeter Fencing Alternatives were not considered for
recommendation because of their limited impact on harmful site conditions.
They would not meet ARARs nor provide any protection for human health or the
environment, and they are not likely to be accepted by the community or the
regulators.

The Excavation/Rotary Kiln Incineration/Backfilling Alternative would
provide results very similar to the chemical treatment alternative. Although
the chemical treatment alternative would provide a greater reduction in volume
and would have a much smaller transportation risk than the incineration alter-
native, incineration would have some advantages. It 1is more proven, less
experimental, and requires no tréatabi]ity study or special training. However,
the major difference between the two alternatives is the cost. The incinera-
tion alternative costs were estimated at $292,000, while the chemical treatment
alternative costs were estimated to be $204,700. Based on the cost difference
for similar favorable results, the KPEG chemical treatment alternative is
recommended over the rotary kiln incineration alternative as the more cost-
effective alternative that destroys contaminants.

The Excavation/KPEG Chemical Treatment/Backfilling/Incineration Alterna-
tive and the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling Alternative both would produce
the desired results at the site. They would meet the ARARs, are technically
implementable, and are proven ef?ective at the scale of this IRP site. The
advantage of the chemical treatment alternative is that it would destroy the
majority of the PCBs. The advantage of the landfilling alternative is its low
cost and simplicity.
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Based on the above information, the Excavation/Landfilling/Backfilling
* Alternative is recommended as the remedial action for Site 3. Despite the fact
that use of this alternative would not destroy the PCBs, it would reduce the
PCB contamination at the site at considerably less cost. SAIC cannot justify
recommending chemical treatment at this time, as it is not the most cost-
effective alternative. Perhaps if the costs of this chemical treatment alter-
native have been reduced by the time the remediation plan is being developed,

this alternative could be reconsidered.

6.2 RECOMMENDATIONS RATIONALE FOR CATEGORY 2 SITE: FIRE DEPARTMENT TRAINING
AREA (SITE 4)

As a part of Combined Site 4/8, the Fire Department Training Area was
ranked number 2 in Section 4.2. Although a variety of organic compounds were
detected in soil and groundwater samples collected from Site 4, none of the
concentrations exceeded any regulatory standards.

TCE and a variety of other solvents were found in soil samples in
relatively low concentrations, none exceeding established standards or
guidelines. The one exception to this is the 189 mg/kg concentration of TCE
found in soil sample S0403 at a depth between 7.5 and 9.0 feet. Although
confirmed in second-column analysis, this Stage 1 value may be suspect due to
the low concentration found in its duplicate (1.3 mg/kg, unconfirmed).
However, assuming that this high value was valid, the health risk from this
compound was examined. TCE has a high water solubility, yet it was not
detected in the groundwater samples collected from the downgradient well
monitoring the area of the borehole in which it was found. This is probably
due to the very low permeability of the soils in this area. _Although TCE is

~ highly volatile, the depth at which this compound was detected indicates that
the o risk to ould occur during excavation at this site.

An argument for no further action could be made for this site unless the
property were to be sold. Because of the depth at which the high TCE value
was detected, excavation of this soil for a building foundation could volatil-
ize the TCE, allowing it to enter the atmospheric pathway. If no further
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action were to be taken to investigate the TCE, the Air Force would likely be
required to include a deed disclosure, describing the possibility of TCE on the
site, in any agreement they might make to sell the property. To avoid the
possibility of future liability at this site, the Air Force would benefit from
determining further if the TCE is actually present at this site and to what
extent.

Recommendations for a Stage 3 investigation include another soil-gas
survey, drilling an additional borehole, and collecting more soil samples to
identify any soil volume with high TCE values. To avoid duplicating the
problems encountered during Stage 1, a Stage 3 soil-gas survey would need to
be conducted using more sensitive instrumentation and during a drier season,
such _as late summer or early fall. The number of boreholes to be drilled and
samples to be taken would depend on the results of the soil-gas survey. The
area of investigation should be focused in the fire training pit around the
collection station for soil sample S0403.

6.3 RECOMMENDATIONS RATIONALE FOR CATEGORY 1 SITES

The following discussions provide the rationale for recommending placement
of the remaining sites into Category 1. A Technical Document Supporting No
Further Action (TDSNFA) will be developed for each of three sites; the
perimeter wells should not require a TDSNFA as they are not associated with an
actual site of waste disposal.

6.3.1 Mason's Run (Site 5)

Mason's Run was ranked number 2 in Section 4.2. The presence of high
concentrations of PAHs, oil and grease, and metals in the sediments in the
vicinity of the oil/water separator system and concrete weir indicate that a
very small, localized health risk does exist. These contaminants are
associated with this system and should be cleaned up as part of the regular
maintenance program for the system. The small amount of contaminated sediment,
particularly upstream from the concrete weir, should be barrelled and properly
disposed of as petroleum hydrocarbon products. Because this situation is seen
as a maintenance problem, it was determined that the expense of preparing a
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full-scale Feasibility Study was not warranted. Therefore, a TDSNFA has been
prepared on Site 5.

6.3.2 James Road Hazardous Waste Storage Pad (Site 8)

As a part of Combined Site 4/8, the James Road Hazardous Waste Storage
Pad was ranked number 2 in Section 4.2. Although a variety of organic
compounds were detected in soil and groundwater samples collected from Site 8,
none of the concentrations exceeded any regulatory standards.

There does not appear to be a threat to human health or the environment
from the presence of PAHs in the one soil sample collected from what is thought
to be an old roadbed at JRHWP. These contaminants are of limited areal extent
and total PAH concentration did not exceed the tentative Netherlands guidelines
which would warrant further investigation of these compounds in soils. Also,
they were not detected in groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells
at Combined Site 4/8. Since these contaminants are not very soluble in water,
and they are highly adsorbent to soil, the likelihood of them entering the
groundwater is very low, especially considering the low yield of the water-
bearing formation. Finally, the depth at which the PAHs were found is such
that the only risk to health would occur if they were excavated. However, even
if excavated, there is inadequate evidence that the PAHs found at this site
would be carcinogenic in humans or would damage the environment.

Freon 113 was the only contaminant of concern detected in the ground-
water; and, it was not detected in any of the soil samples. Although the
concentration did exceed the action 1level established by the state of
California, it was detected in a transitional water-bearing zone. This zone
is not used as a water supply, nor is it expected to be, due to its low yield.
In addition, this compound is noncarcinogenic with an acceptable oral route
intake in chronic situations of 3.0 mg/kg/day, which would allow an average
person to ingest 2,100 mg/day.

Based on the above information, the James Road Hazardous Waste Storage
Pad was placed in Category 1 and a TDSNFA was prepared for it.
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6.3.3 Turkey Run (Site 10)

Site 10 was ranked number 4 in Section 4.2. Despite the high metals
concentrations in sediments collected from Turkey Run, it was determined that
this site did not pose an apparent threat to human health and the environment.
The rationale for this decision is as follows:

The metals are apparently bound up in the sediments since
concentrations of the same constituents in the surface
water are low and do not exceed any primary MCLs, even the
more stringent, proposed ones.

Although surface waters are the primary source of municipal
water supplies in Franklin County, no known supplies are
present within 3 miles downstream of the Plant. Although
a present threat to human health is not of concern via this
pathway, the future use of the larger downstream creeks as
a water supply is unknown.

Access to the facility is restricted, which eliminates
incidental dermal contact with and ingestion of these
metals by children and inhalation is highly improbable;
therefore, these exposure pathways are not present.

According to the Ohio Division of Natural Areas and
Preserves, the only endangered or threatened species or
critical habitats within 5 miles of the facility are
located upstream, to the northeast of Plant 85; therefore,
there is no risk to these environmentally sensitive areas
from Plant activities -around Turkey Run. Further, Turkey
Run flows through a very industrialized setting and a
healthy natural stream environment could not be achieved
unless more than the Plant's 375-foot segment of this low-
flowing stream were involved in cleanup activities.

With the possible exception of zinc, there is no
significant increase in the concentrations of the metals
(used for comparison with gquidelines) due to Plant
activities. Barium and copper increased in concentra-
tions only slightly.

No specific federal or state regulatory standards exist
for metals in sediments and the criteria used for
comparisons are guidelines only.

s — _ R .._- ..,_.
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Based on the above information, Site 10 was placed in Category 1 and a
TDSNFA was prepared for it.
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